arXiv:astro-ph/9804072v1l 7 Apr 1998

A&A manuscript no.

(will be inserted by hand later) ASTiﬁII\DIOMY
Your thesaurus codes are: ASTROPHYSICS
03(11.03.2;11.05.2;11.09.1;11.09.2; 11.19.3; 11.19.4) 5.2.2008

Globular clusters in the blue compact galaxy ESO 338-1G04
(Tol 1924-416), as tracers of the star formation history

Results from HST/WFPC2 observations

Goran Ostlin, Nils Bergvall, and Jari Rénnback

Astronomiska observatoriet
Box 515

S-75120 Uppsala

Sweden

Accepted 16 March 1998

Abstract. Multicolour images of the starbursting metal pooof dating the globular clusters offers an efficient way oflsing
blue compact galaxy ESO 338-1G04 have been obtained wilte history of violent star formation in this and similar aeies.
theWide Field Planetary Camera@n board théHubble Space

Telescopeln the images we find numerous point-like sourcasey words: galaxies: compact — galaxies: starburst — galaxies:
concentrated towards the main body of the galaxy, which ws&ar clusters — galaxies: evolution — galaxies: interastie
identify as globular cluster candidates. We show that tlelse galaxies: individual: ESO 338-1G04, Tol 1924-416

jects are physically associated with the galaxy and thatahe

spatially extended. Given their high intrinsic luminos#j these

objects cannot be individual stars. Using photometricigimh

models we show that the objects constitute a rich population

of massive star clusters with ages ranging from a few Myr tia Introduction

~ 10 Gyr, and masses ranging fron*16 more than 10M ..
There are peaks in the age distribution of the clusters: atie

WGlobular clusters (GCs) are generally old stellar systents a

objects< 30 Myr, one at- 100 Myr, one at- 600 Myr, one to are believed to be the first objects to form in the processef th
WO at 25 — 5 G)}r and one at 10 éyr. The youngess,t objectsformation of a galaxy. This is supported by age estimatas fro

are predominantly found in the crowded starburst regio|tia.yTh_0bserv"’monS of GCs in the Milky Way and other nearby galax-

have properties which agree with what is expected for youﬁg The Larlge MagekIJIIankl:l Clould (L',\,Aci) Is howe\égrhknowlr:jtg
globular clusters, although it cannot be excluded that soime st several young blue “populous” clusters, which could be

them may be dissolved or disrupted. For objects older thewa f/°UN9 globular clusters. In the recent years blue globuiex-c

: ; i didates have been found in some interacting/merging
times 10 Myr, the only plausible explanation is that these aer can
globular clusters. The galaxy presently appears to be\veebl galaxies such as NGC 3597 (Lutz 1990, Holtzman et al. 1996),

in a merger, which is the probable cause of the present glob GC 7252 (Whitmore etal. 1993), "The Antennae” (Whitmore

cluster formation. The presence of a numerous intermedgge Schweizer 1995) and NGC 3921 (Schweizer et al. 1996).

(2.5 to 5 Gyr) population of globular clusters, suggests maThiS has st.rengthened the idea that G.CS can form not_ only
ggen galaxies form, but also when galaxies are reformecein th

previous merger might have occurred. As the starburst fad 4

this galaxy will become very rich in globular clusters. Tsan process O_f galaxy mergers.(Schwelzer 1.986' AS“”‘.a” & Zepf
forming all objects to an age comparable to that of Milky Wa 992, Whitmore 1996). Th's could po_ss_lbly also qrcumvent
globular clusters reveals a luminosity function similarthe ¢ problgm, faced by the |dea_that elllptlc_al _gaIaX|es f““Y“
Galactic. We suggest that this galaxy is the result of a merés%eegir?r'ggujr:gt;zrglgsllj?;:ecslh;?::se(lcggcﬁeli gaévrg:i?%
between a dwarf elliptical and a gas rich dwarf. The posybil 1994). Understanding how and when GCs can form will thus
Wﬁprintrequests 1GoranOstlin, east@astro.uu.se not only help us in understanding these systems, but alsa aid

* Based on observations with the NASA/ESfibble Space Tele- Understanding galaxy formation and evolution.

scope obtained at the Space Telescope Science Institute, whimpri Studies of actively star-forming galaxies, e.g. Henize02-1
erated by the association of Universities for Research inofsmy, (Contietal. 1994), NGC 1244 (Hunter et al. 1994), NGC 1705
Inc., under NASA contract NAS5-26555. (O’Connelletal. 1994), NGC 1569 (De Marchietal. 1997) and
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M82 (O’Connell 1995) have revealed the presence of star clus41° 34 00”. Itis intrinsically bright (4}, = —19.3) and blue
ters with luminosities comparable to R126, the centraltelus (B — V = 0.4), (Bergvall andDstlin 1998). The oxygen abun-
of 30 Doradus in the LMC, and higher. Meurer et al.(1995) useldnce is 12% of the solar value (Bergvall, 1985). It's phakic
the HST for an ultraviolet study of nine starburst galaxied a size is small, & x 4.5 kpc measured at;; = 25mag arcsec,
found bright "super star clusters" in all. These clusteesggm- the non dwarfish luminosity being due to the active star burst
erally bluer than similar objects found in interacting géés, It has an integrated Hl-mass of 3 10° M, (Ostlin et al.
and are preferentially found in the central regions of tlae-st 1997b). The optical velocity field of ESO 338-1G04 show rota-
bursts. It has been proposed (e.g. Conti et al. 1994) thaethgon aligned with it's apparent major axis, though with safe
blue objects might be forming globular clusters. This is hovarge scale irregular features, and it is most easily udeds
ever still an open question since it is not clear if theseesyst as a merger between two galaxies or a galaxy and a gas cloud
will survive as gravitationally bound systems. Uncertigimin (Ostlin et al. 1997a). This is supported by the optical tadt, e
the value of the (universal ?) stellar initial mass funcfiiF) tending towards the east. It has a spectroscopically coafirm
makes the mass estimates, mainly based on ultraviolet datanpanion galaxy (Bergvall unpublishedstlin et al. 1997a)
highly uncertain, especially since some studies only ety which lies at a projected distance of 70 kpc, see Fig. 3. The
one spectral bandpass. Many of these galaxies appear tacdmpanion is a somewhat faintev/{, = —17.9), star form-
involved in some form of interaction. ing galaxy which shows regular rotatio®4tlin et al. 1997a).
One could interpretthese observations as evidence that ni2argvall noticed, in ground based images, an apparent cence
sive star clusters can form in regions of very active stamfpr tration of faint blobs around the galaxy, which he interpdet
tion, such as giant extragalactic Hll-regions (GEHRs) B as globular cluster candidates. We have re-observed thigyga
Doradus. Kennicutt and Chu (1988) made a statistical investith the HST and will in the subsequent sections show that
gation of data on extragalactic blue populous clusters &t g there is substantial evidence that this galaxy has formesi ma
Hll-regions. They concluded that the young clusters in LM6ive globular clusters at several epochs.
are notluminous enough to evolve into globular clustersgam
rable to the massive galactic ones, and that far from all GEHR
will produce young populous clusters that could become G(s.
Blue compact galaxies (BCGs) are characterised by their
blue colours B — V < 0.5), strong nebular emission lines
indicative of the formation of relatively hot (massive) rsta
and low chemical abundances. The derived star formaties rat
could, considering the gas supply, only be sustained foradlsm
fraction of a Hubble time. This together with the low metalli
ities (with 1Zw18 being the extreme in this sense) once lead|t
the idea that BCGs might be genuinely young objects now ex-
periencing their first star formation epoch (Sargent andl&es
1970). Now, most BCGs are believed to be old, experiencing
recurrent bursts of star formation intervened by long queas
periods. Still we do notyet understand what triggers thesstb
of star formation. One possible trigger mechanism is tidal p
direct interactions with companion galaxies or gas clouds.
In this paper we will present conclusive evidence for young
and old globular clusters in the blue compact galaxy ESO 338-
IG04. Section 2 describes the observations and Sect. Jldescr
how photometry was performed on the globular cluster cangdi-
dates. In Sect. 4 we show that the objects are physically as-
sociated with the galaxy and that they are spatially resblve
In Sect. 5 we discuss how the observed photometric properiiy. 1. A Digitized Sky Survey (DSS) image (obtained wilkyview)
can be interpreted in terms of age and mass of the objects. S#owing the target galaxy and its companion. North is up a@sd is
tion 6 includes a further discussion on the nature of thetetusleft. The total angular size of the field is' @ 9'. ESO 338-1G04 is at
candidates, and Sect. 7 contains the conclusions. the upper left, the companion at the lower right.

1.1. General properties of the target galaxy In July 1997, we obtained spectra of a few of the brightest

ESO 338-1G04. also known as Tol 1924-416, resides at a lobular cluster candidates, using the ESO New Technology

tance of 37.5 Mpcd, 2813 km L. II 75 km <1 lescope (NTT), at La Silla, Chile. The results from thissp
. el = ’ 0 =

. X t ic study will b ted in a fut blication.
Mpc—1; this value will be used throughout the rest of the pa[OSCOIOIC study wiltbe presented in a future publication

per) at the celestial coordinategeso = 19" 24™ 30° §1950 =
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2. Observations and reductions bright central component in the PC field of view are actually
within ESO 338-1G04. The faintest parts of the galaxy extend
The field of ESO 338-1G04 was observed with the planetafyr from the starburst centre, into the wide field CCDs, priyna
camera (PC) aperture (centred opoo = 19" 28" 00°.23, WFC4 and WFC3. In addition to the objects presented in this
d2000 — 41° 34 21".2, with the HST V3-axis at position an-paper, the WFC CCDs contain a few objects which likely are
gle 70.0 degrees) of WFPC2 onboard Hubble Space Telescgggociated with ESO 338-1G04.
on April 29, 1996. Exposures were taken in the F218W/(1800s),
F336W/(900s), F439W(800s), F555W(260s) and F814W(520s) ,
filters. Each exposure was split in two to facilitate remavfal > - notometry of globular cluster candidates
cosmic rays. The work presented in this paper is based on figyres 1 and 2 reveals several point-like objects. It is not
F336W, FA39W, F555W and F814W data. The F218W d&@yious how to perform photometry of these objects. For ob-
is underexposed and will be used only for the brightest supggts outside the main body, crowding problems are geryerall
star clusters in the central starburst component, whichbgil sy and normal aperture photometry will be adequate.Heor t
discussed in a forthcoming paper. The pixel scale of the Rgyrces in the centre, several complications add. Firsiyar
CCD is 0.0455 arcseconds, which at a distance of 37.5 Mpg poses severe difficulties in subtracting the backgreand
corresponds to 8.27 pc. secondly gas emission, both line and continuos, assoaiatied
Data produced with the standard pipeline processing W@ bright young clusters and the filaments contaminate the
used. Additional reductions was performed with the STSDASFoad-band colours and adds to creating an uneven backgyroun
package in IRAF. Additional hot pixels were examined usinghese two subsets of objects will be referred to asother
thewar npi x task. Images cleaned from cosmic rays were prand theinner sample.
duced using ther r ej task and the few remaining bad pixels  To estimate the amount of Milky Way extinction along the
were removed with theosni cr ays task. The F336W data |ine of sight we used the data by Burstein and Heiles (1982)
have been corrected for "UV contamination” (a gradual Idss@which givesE(B — V) = 0.09. To de-redden the data we
UV throughput in between the monthly heating of the CCDgpplied this extinction and the average interstellar exitm
using the quoted values in the HST data handbook (Table 41&)rve (Osterbrock, 1989). N.B., in all figures and tablesis t
We used the photometric zero-points for Vega (VEGAMAG)aper, the data have been corrected for this Galactic réufglen
given in the HST Data Handbook, version 2, (Table 41.1), amgladdition there will be internal extinction in the targetaxy
will use the notatiomngse, 17439, m555 andmgy4 for the magni- and in the cluster candidates themselves; this issue will be
tudes in this system, sometimesb, v, andi may be used, e.9. discussed in Sect. 5.3. In none of the tables or figures, any
for colour indices(v — 7) etc. These zero-points give colourgorrection for internal extinction has been applied to th&ad
thatagree with those of the standéfd3 V' R I Kron-Cousins To convert apparent magnitudes to absolute we used a distanc
(KC) system for AOV stars. For stars with spectral type diffg¢  modulus of 32.87 based on the distance 37.5 Mpc and the above
a lot from AQV and for composite stellar systems (e.g. galagorrection for Milky Way extinction. This of course assuraéis
ies), the colours in the HST-Vega system may differ applegia objects to be at the distance of the target galaxy, which as we
from the KC colours (WFPC2 instrument handbook, version dill see in Sect. 4 is strongly supported.
Tab 8.1, see also Holtzman et al. 1995b). For most objects our
resulting photometry is reasonably close to the standart)]]KC3
(F336W) B (F439W),V (F555W) andl (F814W) filter sys-
tem. However, as is shown in section 5.1, our results are §gé have identified all faint point-like sources in the PC igg
sensitive to the similarity with the KC-system, since wediseyy eye, excluding obvious galaxies and diffuse sources. For
the actual filter profiles and model spectra to interpret the ahe sources outside the crowded central regieng sources
served colours. For comparison with other published data Bfighter thanmgi4 = 24 (before extinction and aperture cor-
extragalactic globular cluster systems it is however co®r@ rection) were found. To obtain photometry of these we have
to use a photometric system close to the standard. used the IRAF taskhot intheapphot package. Photometry
The reduced images show a bright "chaotic” starburst regimas performed at 40 different apertures with radii rangnog¥
with several very bright knots and filamentary emissionegsup 0.2 to 9 pixels. Then a mean growth curve were constructed
imposed on areddeb{v ~ 0.9) componentwith lower surfacefrom the best (high signal-to-noise and well behaved growth
brightness o, ~ 20 mag arcsec?, the extrapolated centralcurve) objects for each filter. The magnitude of each indigid
surface brightness obtained by fitting an inclination ccted object have been calculated by averaging up to 8 points (fewe
disc between 1.5 and 2.5 kpc of the underlying componerfgr faint objects with noisy growth curve) where the differe
The starburst region is surrounded by a system of point-likal growth curve (the difference between the growth cuose f
objects clearly concentrated towards the centre of thexgalathe object and the mean growth curve) is flat, normalised to
Figure 2 shows the reduced F814W image of ESO 338-1G@h aperture with a radius of 9 pixels. This gives more aceurat
and Fig. 3 a magnification of the central parts. Due to théyfairesults than single aperture photometry since the magmitud
short exposure times, the faint outer parts of the galaxyare calculated from several points where the profile is well belda
clearly visible. This means that most objects found outdide e.g. image artefacts like remaining hits will have littiéeet on

.1. Sources outside the crowded main body, the outer sample
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Fig. 2. The F814W image of the planetary camera (PC) field centredSid 838-1G04. The image has been trimmed slightly, not tdalysiine
dirty regions of the PC chip on the sides next to the WFC cfiihs.displayed field is approximately ‘3% 33", which at the assumed distance
of 37.5 Mpc corresponds to % 6 kpc. The orientation is indicated by the arrow: north islefp{arrow head), east is down-left. The length
of the arrow is 18.2, or ~ 60 pc. The intensity scale is logarithmic. The globular ®usandidates are visible outside the central starburst
component, and there is a clear concentration of faint gdikatobjects around the galaxy. The isophote where thereeint this brightness
scaling, merges into one black blob, approximately coiesidith the division line between the outer and inner sang@éned in the text. The

bright object~ 5" west from the field centre is a foreground star
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Fig. 3. A magnification of the 11 x 11” starburst region of ESO 338-1G04 in filter F814W. The oritintais the same as in Fig. 1. The image
has been scaled in order to enhance the contrast to showctteloof bright point-like objects in the central partsn&oof these objects were
identified in the ultraviolet study by Meurer et al. (1995).

photometry. Furthermore, as will be shown, the objects ane g both the fraction of the stellar flux outside the apertureusd
erally spatially resolved; therefore methods using pginéad of 9 pixels and the fraction of the stellar flux falling intaetbky
function (PSF) fitting, like DAOPHOT, will not work well. The annulus. This photometric scheme works well for all objects
sky was subtracted using the median pixel value in a 4 pixelatside the main body where crowding is not a problem. We
wide annulus starting at a radius of 10 pixels from the objelchve experimented with using smaller apertures and a closer
to be measured. Aperture corrections were determined ussky annulus and have obtained consistent results. It islgess
Table 2a in Holtzman et al. (1995a) and taking into accourtt achieve a higher formal signal-to-noise (S/N), as mesbur



6 Ostlin et al., Young and old globular clusters in ESO 3384G0

by the photon statistics, by using a smaller aperture. Tass |
the cost that centring errors will be introduced and the taper
corrections will be less accurate, depending on the exfeheo
object; i.e. the effective S/N will not be higher.

The data have not been corrected for geometric distortion in
the PC since the objects are generally found far from thesedge
of the chip and the induced errors would in all cases be smalle
than the photometric uncertainties (maximum a few percent a
the corners of the chip, HST Data Handbook). Furthermore,
geometric distortion would not alter the colours of objecis
which most of the analysis here is based. The photometry is
presented in Table 1 for the F336W, F439W, F555W and F814W
data, where we have used the zero points for Vega. Figure
4 displays the photometric errors as a function of magnitude
for the four different filters. Due to their typical colourapst
objects are found in the F814W images, and least in the F336W
images.

3.2. Sources in the central main body, the inner sample

In the main body there are several very bright point-likeegts.
In general, these are spatially extended, as will be digtliss
Sect. 4.4. Photometry is more difficult here and the above ap-
proach would fail due to severe crowding problems. Moreover
the central part of the F555W images are severely affected|by
[Ol] 5007 €Mission. Contamination from gaseous emission|is
less problematic in the other filters since no bright lines ar
within the band-passes. The filaments do however also peoduc
continuous emission which may cause problems for photom-
etry in all filters, mainly because they contribute to make tf
background highly variable on small scales. Since the tbjec
are not true point sources it is hazardous to apply standaliFd FFig. 4. Photometric uncertainties: The left panel shows from tige to
fitting methods like DAOPHOT. A possible approach would b@wnwards the F336W, F439W, F555W and F814W data, respégtiv
to fit a mean PSF for the intrinsically extended sources aff the outer sample. The right panel shows the same for therin
use DAOPHOT with this as input PSF. This does not work ffiMPle- The x-axis is the magnitude in the pass-band inigueand
practice since there is no well defined average profile foothe the y-axis 1S the 1 sigma phptometnc uncertainty, as cat.eQI by the
. . . . IRAF routine phot , which is based on the photon statistics. A few
jects and the final residuals from the PSF subtraction besonggurces fall outside the plotted range and are not inclusksi Table 1
unacceptably large. and 2.

To extract information on the colours and luminosities of
the sources in the centre we instead used simple aperture pho
tometry in small apertures with radius 3 pixels. The sky wasand Fig. 4, and includes the formal photometric unceritzsnt
subtracted using the median in an annulus from 4 to 6 pigenerally the photometry for the inner sample is less aertai
els. The small aperture was selected to minimise problenhs wand the errors are probably larger than the quoted uncéesjin
neighbouring objects entering the aperture. This has thiglzat due to centring errors and background subtraction problems
centring errors may be important and aperture correcticas nE-g. our experiments show that centring errors may be as larg
be inaccurate . The sky annulus was chosen to be close toaid.05 magnitudes. These additional errors are not indlide
objects due the large amplitude of the small scale backgrouhe entries in Table 2. , so for a fair comparison with the oute
brightness fluctuations. As for the outer sample, no caoect sample, the errors of the objects in the inner sample shauld b
for geometric distortion has been applied. scaled up with approximately a factor of two.

Contamination from [Olll]}sgo7 €mission in the F555W
band can be serious for these objects (s_ee Fig. 5), therefgre pasyits of photometry
more reliable colours of the stellar population may be actde
using the photometry in the F814W, F439W and F336W fikigure 4 displays the the photometric uncertainties asetiom
ters, which are free of strong nebular emission lines. Therin of apparent magnitude for the four used filters in the outér an
objects are, in general, bluer than the sources outside dlire ninner sample. The photometric uncertainty is the one cated|
body. The photometric data for these objects are shown ileTaby phot and includes only photon statistics; i.e. the other error
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Table 1. Photometry of objects in the outer sample witlg1s < 24 . For explanation of column entries, see caption of Tabkn2asterisk(*)
means that the absoluiemagnitude is given rather than Double and triple asterisks indicates that the object isodbable respectively
possible, background galaxy/foreground star.

Object x-coord y-COOI’d msi14 0814 msss 0555 M439 0439 m336 0336 M, (1) — Z) (b — 1)) (u — b)

1 123.4 98.0 2239 0.06 2277 008 2280 0.10 2199 0.22 -1@B9 0.02 -0.81
2 187.0 89.4 23.05 0.11 2360 0.15 2364 017 2454 174 -93550 0.04 0.89
3 250.4 121.0 2261 0.09 2339 010 2352 0.17 2246 0.23 -96.78 0.13 -1.06
4 238.0 132.0 2158 0.03 22.04 0.04 2198 0.05 2099 0.07 8-1@.47 -0.06 -0.99
5 292.0 104.0 2347 0.12 2386 0.17 2417 029 2284 0.33 -9039 0.31 -1.33
6 312.6 145.3 2340 0.11 2448 031 2436 0.47 2469 237 -8408 -0.13 0.33
7 266.6 169.0 23.77 0.19 2517 047 - - - - -1.7 1.40 - -
9 185.0 145.0 2359 0.16 2449 023 2385 0.28 - - -84 090 64-0. -

10 155.6 139.4 2383 0.21 25.63 0.69 - - 23.28 056 -7.2 1.80 - -
11 103.0 212.4 22,23 0.04 23.06 008 2367 0.18 23.01 0.558 -90.82 0.62 -0.66
12 171.0 191.0 2336 0.12 2418 0.18 2452 0.55 - - -8.7 082 340 -
13*** 1404 399.6 2285 0.07 2450 0.20 - - 23.71 0.67 -84 1.65 - -
14 182.0 401.2 2362 0.14 - - - - 2427 111 92>14 - -

15 252.4 410.6 2390 0.19 2524 061 - - - - -7.6 1.34 - -
16 234.3 375.0 2390 0.28 2474 056 - - - - -8.1 084 - -
17 233.1 362.1 23.74 0.18 2420 0.22 23.63 0.23 22.06 0.177 -80.47 -0.57 -1.57
18 256.0 359.0 2176 0.07 2277 0.12 2330 0.22 2407 1.39.1-10.02 0.52 0.77
19"  170.2 368.0 2361 0.15 2524 040 - - 23.67 0.67 -7.6 1.63 - -
20 184.0 334.2 23.60 0.15 2391 0.18 2422 0.28 22.79 0.360 -90.31 0.30 -1.42
21 185.0 309.3 2138 0.03 2224 0.05 2283 010 2245 0.26.6-10@.86 0.58 -0.38
22 218.0 296.0 20.83 0.02 2135 0.03 2164 0.05 21.26 0.09.5-1D.53 0.29 -0.39
24 229.0 277.2 23.06 0.12 23.72 023 2417 0.42 2373 1.661 -90.66 0.45 -0.44
25 234.8 269.5 2193 0.05 2128 0.06 2217 0.07 2082 0.07.6-110.65 0.89 -1.34
26 217.0 255.0 22,26 0.05 22.84 0.07 2351 0.18 23.83 0.99.0-1@.59 0.67 0.33
27 276.7 237.0 22.87 0.09 238 020 2437 036 - - -90 098 510 -

28 288.7 204.9 2335 0.11 2416 0.26 2422 039 2335 0557 -80.81 0.06 -0.87
29 325.0 218.0 2225 0.05 2292 008 2324 0.15 23.82 0.819 -90.67 0.31 0.59
30 407.0 155.1 2211 0.04 2296 0.08 2352 0.16 23.19 0.479 -90.86 0.56 -0.33
31 398.2 234.2 23.10 0.10 2326 0.09 2358 0.15 2227 0.206 -90.16 0.33 -1.31
32 3675 298.0 2343 0.24 2526 070 2470 055 - - -7.6 1.83 6-0.5 -

33 417.3 303.0 23.02 0.08 24.03 0.16 2585 155 2357 0.608 -81.02 1.82 -2.28
34 387.7 356.2 19.29 0.01 20.17 0.010 20.71 0.02 20.95 0.08.7-1D.87 0.54 0.24
39" 189.0 520.0 2144 0.03 2349 011 2466 040 2333 0.79 -9.4052 1.17 -1.33
40 324.8 605.6 2059 001 2139 0.02 218 004 2178 0.15.5-1D.79 0.47 -0.08
41 374.0 599.3 2251 0.06 2340 0.11 2383 0.22 - - 95 089 430. -

42 369.1 524.6 2059 0.02 21.17 0.02 2145 0.03 21.27 0.11.7-1D.58 0.28 -0.17
43 403.8 567.4 2217 0.04 23.05 0.10 2341 014 2403 1168 -90.87 0.36 0.62
44 392.0 5158 21.88 0.04 2279 0.07 2305 0.11 - - -101 090 .26 0 -

45 437.0 503.2 2260 0.07 2462 030 - - 2490 241 -8.2 2.02 - -
46 416.0 472.0 2290 0.10 23.77 0.15 2390 0.23 2388 0.861 -90.87 0.13 -0.02
47 341.4 443.0 20.75 0.02 2138 0.03 2184 0.05 2153 0.13.5-1D.63 0.46 -0.31
48 374.0 437.2 2185 0.04 2260 0.06 2333 0.19 2348 0.74.3-1@.75 0.73 0.15
49 401.7 431.7 2127 003 2169 0.03 21.75 005 21.08 0.08.2-1D.43 0.06 -0.68
50 464.0 447.0 2338 0.11 2399 0.18 2380 0.27 2235 0.269 -80.61 -0.20 -1.44
51 481.9 667.0 2265 0.06 23.71 0.13 24.07 025 - - -9.2 1.06 36 0. -

52 619.4 698.9 2177 0.04 2266 0.06 2337 013 23.04 0.49.2-10@.89 0.71 -0.33
53 606.7 558.2 20.60 0.02 2132 0.02 21.70 0.04 2252 0.28.6-1D.72 0.38 0.82
54 599.2 475.0 2356 0.12 2414 021 - - 23.15 050 -8.7 0.58 - -
55 450.3 3995 23.08 0.09 2396 0.16 2472 047 2344 0.549 -80.88 0.76 -1.28
56 438.3 337.6 2335 0.12 2444 0.21 2441 033 2409 1254 -81.09 -0.03 -0.32
57 438.4 228.9 2299 0.08 23.89 0.17 2421 0.38 23.33 0.520 -9.0.90 0.32 -0.88
58 544.6 306.4 2135 0.02 2243 0.05 2320 0.15 23.08 0.52.4-10.08 0.76 -0.12
59 593.3 366.8 2169 0.03 2216 0.04 2245 0.09 2231 0.33.7-10.46 0.29 -0.13
60 590.4 350.0 2348 0.12 2403 0.18 2435 0.31 - - -88 055 320. -

61 632.9 152.3 2356 0.14 2473 032 - - - - -8.1 1.18 - -
63**  630.0 429.8 23.00 0.09 2483 031 2477 048 - - -8.0 1.83 6-0.0 -

64" 714.0 469.7 23.03 0.09 - - - - - - -9.8 >2.0 - -

66 559.4 552.2 2375 0.16 2426 0.27 2529 0.78 - - -86 051 031 -

68 371.7 408.0 2275 0.11 2334 0.14 2353 0.23 2210 0.205 -90.59 0.19 -1.43
69 306.3 441.0 23.88 0.26 23.17 010 2393 0.23 2252 0.277 -9-0.71 0.76 -1.41

90 345.0 305.1 2261 0.14 2168 0.07 2313 021 2163 0.17.2-110.93 1.45 -1.50

~ A~~~ o~ . A~~~ o~ P~ o o~ A~~~ o~ P~ oa o~ A~~~ o~ o~ o o~ o~~~ P~ om o o~ . P~ o~ A A o~ o~
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Table 2.Photometry of objects in the inner sample witl14 < 23.5. The X and Y coordinates correspond to the pixel numbetsiplanetary
camera for the observed configuration. For all photometsitia dhe zero-points for Vega have been used, and data hamecbeected for
galactic reddening and aperture effedts, has been calculated using a distance modulus of 32.87.

Object x-coord y-COOI’d msi14 0814 msss 0555 mM439 0439 m336 0336 M, (1) — Z) (b — 1)) (u — b)

2 233.3 297.0 2090 0.03 1991 0.02 21.32 0.04 20.23 0.06 0-130.99 1.41 -1.08
3 234.0 307.0 2172 0.12 2159 0.13 2227 017 2101 0.20 3-110.13 0.68 -1.26
4 240.1 314.6 21.00 0.04 20.19 0.03 21.26 0.06 19.89 0.05 7-120.81 1.07 -1.37
5 257.0 299.0 2146 0.05 2229 0.08 2285 0.14 2244 0.38 6-1@.83 0.56 -0.40
6 257.0 2725 2140 0.10 2042 0.03 2152 0.08 20.25 0.07 4-120.98 1.10 -1.27
7 260.0 256.0 2099 0.07 2159 0.09 21.78 0.10 2050 0.10 3-11D.59 0.20 -1.28
8 265.4 260.6 2178 0.12 2156 0.07 2147 0.07 1997 0.05 3-110.22 -0.09 -151
9 261.0 272.0 2163 0.07 21.08 0.06 2235 0.14 20.72 0.09 8-110.55 1.26 -1.62
10 273.0 262.0 2284 0.17 2311 021 2320 0.20 2343 0.758 -90.28 0.08 0.23
11 278.0 2725 2253 0.27 23.03 030 2278 017 2159 0248 -90.51 -0.26 -1.19
12 289.5 274.0 2153 0.05 2211 0.08 2224 0.11 21.14 0.15.8-1@.58 0.13 -1.10
13 296.6 261.0 20.78 0.04 20.98 0.04 2089 0.06 19.61 0.06.9-1D.20 -0.09 -1.28
14 298.0 266.5 2163 0.14 2158 0.11 2167 014 1968 0.07.3-110.05 0.08 -1.98
15 298.9 270.0 2114 0.06 21.17 0.05 2111 0.09 19.74 0.06.7-1D.03 -0.06 -1.38
16 305.3 275.0 2149 0.07 22.03 010 2218 0.13 21.24 0.14.8-10@.54 0.15 -0.93
17 308.2 269.9 2203 011 2292 0.22 2265 016 2237 0.57.0-10@.89 -0.27 -0.27
18 325.0 273.0 20.06 0.02 19.77 0.02 1966 0.02 18.16 0.01.1-130.29 -0.11 -1.49
19 277.0 281.0 2053 0.03 19.70 0.04 20.84 0.05 1951 0.06.2-130.83 1.14 -1.33
20 281.3 282.0 20.77 0.06 1993 0.05 21.00 0.08 19.65 0.07.9-120.84 1.06 -1.35
21 310.3 289.8 21.00 0.04 20.06 0.03 2110 0.05 19.73 0.04.8-120.94 1.04 -1.36
22 270.7 307.1 22,23 0.08 21.12 0.09 2195 0.08 2054 0.09.7-111.10 0.82 -1.40
23 285.0 3235 1732 0.01 1741 0.01 17.31 0.01 1589 0.01.5-19.09 -0.10 -1.42
24 294.1 329.0 2140 0.18 21.63 0.17 2187 0.21 20.66 0.20.2-1D.23 0.24 -1.21
25 295.0 336.0 20.77 0.08 21.41 020 2159 0.15 20.40 0.13.5-1D.65 0.18 -1.19
26 290.3 336.8 2136 0.11 2223 040 2245 024 2188 0.58.6-10@.87 0.22 -0.57
27 305.0 335.0 19.40 0.03 19.49 0.05 1944 0.03 1816 0.04.4-1®.09 -0.05 -1.28
28 303.3 342.0 19.23 0.02 19.44 0.02 1953 0.02 1835 0.03.4-1®.21 0.09 -1.18
29 315.8 342.0 19.75 0.02 20.20 0.03 20.14 0.03 1896 0.03.7-1D.45 -0.05 -1.18
30 313.0 254.0 2195 0.07 2228 012 2218 0.10 20.89 0.11.6-1@.33 -0.10 -1.29
31 310.5 256.6 2220 0.10 2212 0.12 2206 0.09 20.71 0.10.8-100.08 -0.05 -1.35
32 282.0 357.0 2096 0.07 2122 0.08 2112 0.06 19.72 0.05.6-1D.26 -0.10 -1.40
34 300.1 354.9 2132 0.15 21.05 010 2169 0.15 20.54 0.20.8-110.27 0.64 -1.15
35 300.8 359.6 21.04 0.10 20.69 0.07 2097 0.07 19.69 0.08.2-120.35 0.28 -1.28
36 303.0 362.9 2094 0.08 20.79 0.06 2095 0.05 1986 0.07.1-120.15 0.16 -1.09
37 295.0 363.6 20.65 0.05 21.12 0.07 21.08 0.06 20.16 0.10.8-1D.46 -0.04 -0.92
38 285.7 342.0 2232 0.28 2230 0.34 2258 0.28 2153 0.39.6-100.02 0.27 -1.04
39 2811 343.7 2161 0.13 2178 0.20 2204 021 2069 0.14.1-1D.17 0.26 -1.35
40 277.0 342.4 2178 0.14 21.15 0.09 2193 0.15 2041 0.13.7-110.63 0.78 -1.51
41 271.0 339.6 2194 0.17 21.63 0.09 2214 0.17 2053 0.12.2-110.31 0.51 -1.61
42 311.0 319.7 2236 0.20 2226 0.16 2350 043 2243 0.52.6-160.10 1.24 -1.07
43 283.7 379.0 20.68 0.03 21.38 0.05 2149 0.05 2054 0.07.5-1D.71 0.11 -0.95
44 309.0 374.0 19.37 0.01 20.03 0.02 2029 0.03 19.27 0.03.8-12.66 0.26 -1.02
45 322.9 383.0 21.07 0.08 21.06 0.08 21.37 0.09 19.73 0.08.8-110.01 0.32 -1.64
46 324.2 388.0 20.38 0.04 19.60 0.02 20.29 0.03 18.92 0.03.3-130.78 0.69 -1.37
a7 342.3 385.3 20.81 0.04 2052 0.04 2108 0.05 19.88 0.06.4-120.29 0.57 -1.20
50 326.0 403.3 2051 0.08 19.69 0.07 2049 0.09 19.05 0.10.2-130.82 0.80 -1.44
51 325.6 400.3 20.63 0.06 19.80 0.04 20.63 0.05 19.07 0.05.1-130.83 0.83 -1.56
52 335.0 401.6 20.97 0.08 2058 0.05 2190 0.15 2065 0.13.3-120.39 1.32 -1.24
53 343.3 427.5 19.46 0.02 18.38 0.01 19.48 0.02 18.06 0.01.5-141.08 1.10 -1.41
54 337.0 434.0 21.35 0.06 2157 0.08 2267 0.15 21.64 0.21.3-1D.22 1.10 -1.03
55 350.0 423.4 2150 0.11 20.73 0.07 2158 0.09 2040 0.10.1-120.76 0.85 -1.18
57 326.0 414.0 2217 0.12 2154 0.11 2299 0.27 2188 0.30.3-110.63 1.45 -1.10
58 310.1 411.7 2195 0.10 2261 019 2246 0.11 21.19 0.14.3-1@.65 -0.15 -1.27
59 325.0 429.0 2228 0.07 23.14 0.16 2394 044 2347 1027 -90.86 0.80 -0.47
80 335.7 359.0 2245 0.10 2368 0.27 2374 036 2390 1502 -91.23 0.06 0.16
83 330.8 319.0 2322 0.16 23.81 039 24.63 0.77 - - -9.1 058 820. -

85 285.0 292.0 2186 0.11 20.67 0.05 2155 0.08 20.06 0.06.2-121.19 0.88 -1.49
86 248.4 325.0 2295 0.13 2188 0.06 2265 013 2118 0.13.0-111.07 0.77 -1.47
87 254.3 333.7 2259 0.12 2224 009 23.06 0.18 2199 0.31.6-100.35 0.81 -1.07

88 281.0 253.3 22.87 0.10 2267 0.11 2219 0.07 2089 0.12.2-160.20 -0.48 -1.30
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Fig. 5. Colour-magnitude diagram of all objects in Table 1 and 2. Magrig. 6. Colour-colour diagram of the objects in tfie— i) vs. (b — v)
nitudes refer to the photometric zero-points for Vega. Thjeds inthe space. Outer sample objects with photometric ersgrs;, < 0.1 are
outer sample and inner sample are shown as filled and opéesciec  shown as large filled circles and outer objects with € o,_; < 0.2
spectively. The data have been corrected for Galactic redgeNote as smaller filled circles. Inner sample objects are showrpas air-
that the two subsamples have different magnitude limitgs = 235 cles, also with their size depending on the photometric r@ogu A
andmgi4 = 24 for the inner and outer sample, respectively. photometric evolution model, with a Salpeter IMF and 10 %asol
metallicity (see Sect. 5) is plotted as a dotted line, withtpgrams
at ages 1, 10, 100, 1000 and 11000 Myr. The 1 Myr location iseclo
discussed above are notincluded. In Fig. 5 we present areolau (b — i) = 0 and(b — v) = 0.7 and the evolutionary track ends
magnitude diagram of the objects in the inner and outer sampllose to(b — ) = 1.8 and(b — v) = 0.8 at 11 Gyr. One can clearly
The sources, on average, become redder with decreasing ILigé two distinct features: Most objects, especially theroones, are

nosity, although there is considerable scatter in theioglat ~ found close to the track predicted by the photometric moklieiny
In Fig. 6 a(b — i) vs. (b — v) colour-colour diagram is inner objects, however, are found to be situated above thaiqied

presented for the inner sample and those objects in the oft&Y®: suggesting that [OlHjoor contamination in the FSS5W filter is

le with bined bhot tri t | important. The arrow in the lower right of the plot is the effef inter-
sample with a combined photometric uncertaintyr, ., less nal reddening bye (B — V) = 0.1, i.e. since no internal reddening

than 0.2 magnitudes ifb—v). This diagram shows the effect thas been applied to the data here, the data points should \Egrito

[ONI] As007€Mission line contamination. Atlow ages tfte-v)  the opposite direction of the arrow, if there was internairestion.
colour will be quite red due to the contribution from [Ol&ho7

to thev magnitude. Most objects follow the prediction from the

photometric evolution models (Sect. 5) but some objectg hahe luminosity function and théu — b), (b — v) and (v — )

excess flux in the band as compared to the model. distributions for the outer and inner sample respectivieile 3
presents the median valuesidf,, (u—b), (b—v) and(v—1) for
the two sub-samples. The luminosity and colour distrimgio

Table 3. Median photometric properties of the outer, inner and tot&Y'" be discussed in Sect. 6.

sample. Total, is the combined inner and outer sample.
4. Are the globular cluster candidates associated with
ESO 338-1G047?

sample M, (u=>b) ((B—-—v) (b-1) (v—1)
er 115 121 0.33 0.28 004 There is an apparent co_ncentranor_l of faint point-like ots;e_
outer 95  -068 0.29 0.85 0.82 near ESO 338-1G04. This was realised already from studying
total 106 -1.13 0.30 0.49 0.52 ground based images, and was one motive for studying this
galaxy with HST. The apparent over density of faint objects
was the first reason why these were suspected to be associated
with ESO 338-1G04. As will be shown in this section, our new
Fig. 7 presents & — b) vs. (v — ) diagram for all objects HST observations confirm the physical association of theige f
where these colours could be measured. In Fig 8. we shefjects with ESO 338-1G04. There is a clear concentratiah an
over density of faint point-like objects around the galaiigé. 2
1 The combined photometric uncertainty in two filtarandy with and 9). The distribution shows a spatial flattening whicleagr
photometric uncertainties, ando, is: 04y = 1/042 + 042 closely with the isophotal shape of the galaxy at radii great
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Fig. 8. Luminosity functions and colour distributions: The uppangl shows from the left th&/,,, (v — b), (b — v) and(v — %) distributions
for the outer sample. The bin-sizes are, 0.5, 0.125, 0.2 dr#bOnagnitudes respectively. Only objects with measuraghitudes are included.
Therefore e.g. theu(— b) diagram may be biased to the blue since some redder objeigtsteld in F814W and F555W but not in F439W or
F336W, are not included. The lower panel shows the same édntier sample.

than 150 pixels (1.2 kpc), see Fig. 9. This suggests a coeanl overestimate since on the WFC chips some hits/hot pixels
formation of the galaxy and the population of outer objeat$ aare left which will be hard to distinguish from faint starsecio

that the system is dynamically relaxed. the large pixel scale. Also the bright part of the target gjala
covers more than 1/10th of the area on the PC, and any faint
foreground star would completely drown in the light from the
bright starburst. Furthermore, it is possible that somecasin
Utilising the galaxy model by Bahcall and Soneira (1981) wiae WFC fields near the border to the PC field are actually ob-
find that the predicted number of foreground stars brightieicts associated with ESO 338-1G04. Taking this into actoun
thanmy = 24 magnitudes is approximately one within ouwe expectto find less than 5 and 2 foreground stars brigtaar th
~ 30" x 30" PC field. Thus the expected contamination of forehe 24th magnitude in F814W and F555W respectively. Also,
ground stars is very small. However the Bahcall and Sonegiace the number of foreground stars per magnitude interval
model does not include the Galactic halo. Therefore we alg@reases when going to fainter magnitudes, they will prima
examined the adjacent wide field camera (WFC) WFC2 ailg appear at the faint red end of our distribution, while mos
WEFC3 fields of the WFPC2 (WFC4 contains a larger fractioof our discussion will consider brighter objects. We codelu

of the faint extensions of the target galaxy and was not otealf) from these two estimates, that not more than a few objects are
and counted all stellar objects brighter than the 24th ntadai expected to be galactic stars, and in that case primarilgstfm

in msss andmga 4. In all, we found 67 objects withngi4 < 24, the faint red ones. One obvious foreground star (which in fac
and 28 objects withnsss < 24. The PC area coverage is 1/1@s an apparent double) is located approximately five arecsdo

of that of two WFC chips, excluding the vignetted areas, so we the west of the centre of ESO 338-1G04 (Fig 2).

would then suspect 6.7 and 2.8 stars in our PC field in F814W

and F555W respectively from this comparison. This is howeve

4.1. Expected number of Galactic foreground stars
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Fig. 7. Colour-colour diagram of the objects in te— i) vs. (u —b)  Fig. 9. Histogram showing the number of objects as a function of dis-
space. All objects which were detected in all four pass-baaé in- tance from the centre of the galaxy. All objects in the ousengle with
cluded. Outer sample objects with photometric ereays; < 0.1 are  magi4 < 24 mag are included. The dashed line represents what would
shown as large filled circles and outer objects with€ o,_; < 0.2 be expected for a constant surface density distributienfar objects
as smaller filled circles. Inner sample objects are shown e o not associated with the galaxy. The dotted line shows theotimed
circles, also with their size depending on the photometdcua radial luminosity distribution in thd” band (obtained from ground
racy. The reddening vector in the lower right corner coroesis to based observations, Bergvall addtlin 1998), in units of total flux per
E(B—-V)=0.1,c.f. caption Fig. 6. radius bin (non logarithmized). Thereby the luminositytrilition is
directly comparable to the number distribution of globwlaister can-
didates as a function of distance. For small radii the ratistibution
4.2. Photometric distances of clusters does not follow the luminosity distribution.el'teason is
that the outer sample is incomplete (since we are in a tiansiggion
Another way to estimate the probability that some of the oBetween the outer and inner sample) and the galaxy has eatase
jects could be foreground stars is to calculate their phetdm Prightness due to the active starburst. At radii greaten #%0 pixels
distances. By assuming them to be main sequence stars *]Pnfad'?" distribution of the.ObJECtS closely follows thﬂfﬂ'nos'ty
) ) . Istribution of the galaxy. This strongly supports that thgects be-
spectral class given by thejv — ¢) colour, we can determine

- . . .. long to the galaxy, and that the galaxy and the objects havenmon
their absolute magnitudes and calculate their distanceutitod physical origin. The pixel scale of the PC is 0.045pixel, which at

For this purpose we used tH&’ - I) versusMy relation by the assumed distance of 37.5 Mpc corresponds to 8 pc/pixel.
Jarrett (1992). For all outer objects for which we measured

both themgi4 andmsss magnitude, the photometric distances

were calculated. All but 3 (out of 70) objects have photoietr4.3. Expected number of background galaxies

distances larger than 13 kpc, excluding the possibilityheft

being Milky Way stars. Three objects have lower photometrisfew very faint diffuse objects have been found in the images
distances: object no. 34 (9 kpc), no. 39 (6 kpc) and no. 45 (Mhich probably are background galaxies. To asses the possi-
kpc); these could possibly be halo stars. If we would assurbity that bright nuclei of distant galaxies have entered o
the objects to be giants, the photometric distances would gample of globular cluster candidates we have used thetrecen
crease by approximately a factor of ten, so the only possibilresult from Hubble Deep Field by Williams et al. (1996). The
of them being foreground objects would be that they were gkpected number of galaxies brighter than 23.75 magnitudes
white dwarfs. Considering that white dwarfs constituteyaml is ~ 4 within the PC aperture (also considering the obscura-
small fraction & 5%, Gliese, 1982) of the local stellar luminostion of the central starburst) for the F814W images and less i
ity function, we conclude that it is very unlikely that eveneo the F555W images. Considering that only galaxies with lirigh
could contaminate our sample. A few sources witky, > 24 point-like nuclei are likely to cause confusion (also thetal

are not visible in the V band images; these could be foregtoumagnitude must then be brighter then 23.5 lowering the num-
stars or background galaxies. In the inner sample all abjeber even more), we conclude that our results are most prpbabl
have photometric distances in excess of 20 kpc, except no.r4 affected by background galaxies. This is also suppdayed
for which the photometric distance is 14 kpc. N.B. that a lo@ounting the galaxies in the adjacent WFC chips.

photometric distance does not at all imply that the objeaitye We see one obvious, fairly bright, galaxy NW of the main
is a foreground star, only th&v — i) andmsss is consistent body, with the interesting feature that it is only visibletive

with a such. F814W images. The discussion of this object will be devoted
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to a separate investigation. Other possible galaxies gexztbpeaks appear less sharp on average and equal weightisgiven t
number 14 and 39 in Table 1. all pixels within the fitting window.

We could of course be extremely unfortunate, so that A number of tests were performed to check the reliability of
ESO 338-1G04 was projected onto a very distant (with a rethis method. For example we ran the method on stellar images
shift above 1) cluster of galaxies lurking just below theedéibn in the field. As there are no suitable stars in the PC chip this
threshold. In that case bright elliptical galaxies or bslgeuld test was done on the WFC fields. For stellar images the cross-
enter the faint part of our sample. We have measured theaspatorrelations are always maximised fer ~ 0.0-0.1 pixels. In
extentof all objects in our outer and inner sample and fohat t Fig. 10 a histogram of the estimated core radii of outer ehsst
they are generally far too small to be galaxies. If part ofétiet  in the F814W filter is shown. The distribution peaks at 2.5 pc.
end was contaminated from a background cluster there shotlee majority of Galactic GC’s have. < 2 pc with a peak in
be a grouping of the faint objects, since these are generahg distribution slightly below 1 pc (Harris 1995). Thus &€
redder, unless ESO 338-1G04 was centred on the cluster. &dmdidates have larger radii than the average galactic GiC, b
grouping in colour can be found in the distribution, whicHiin fall within the observed distribution.
cates that a background cluster of galaxies do not contdenina Translating a core radius (half surface brightness) taceffe
our sample, as expected. tive radius (half-light), depends sensitively on the addpt

There are a few objects which appear so red that they &sdue of the King-model used. For smalthe difference be-
only visible in the F814W image. These are the best candidateeen the effective and core radius is small, while it is éarg
for being background galaxies, since the colours are reddier large values of.. For galactic globular clusters ranges
than expected for globular cluster. Alternatively, theseald be between 0.7 and 2.5 with 1.5 being a typical value. We have
foreground stars. usede = 2, since it has an analytic representation at small radii
(Lugger et al. 1995) convenient for model fitting. Since Milk
Way GCs have a range invalues, withc = 2 being a rela-
tively high value, we cannot directly convert our distriloutin
In this subsection we deal with the sizes of the GC candidatesre radii to a distribution in effective radii. Galactic &@&ith
One should bear in mind that even with the PC pixel size, thex 1.5 have r,/r. ~ 2 (Trager et al. 1993, Harris 1996).
PSF of the telescope is under-sampled. Moreover, we aratrySome authors (e.g. Whitmore et al. 1993) have used gaussian
to estimate sizes typically smaller than the pixel size réfare profiles for which the core and effective radius are equdf (ha
these estimates are necessarily uncertain and the fittedizwidth half maximum of the gaussian profile). Using a gaussian
one single object should not be over-interpreted. is equivalent to using a very small value@fand will lead to
an overestimate of the core radius if the truealue would be
larger than one.

We also experimented using gaussian profiles convolved
In order to see if the sources are extended or not we have ugkith the PSF. This yielded core radii (which here equalsceffe
the following method. The images were cross-correlatet witive radii) approximately a factor of two larger than wheimgs
model PSFs and a PSF convolved modified power-law 2D clus= 2 King profiles, with a median value of 6 pc. Comparing
ter profiles (Lugger et al., 1995). The model profiles are godhis to the distribution of effective radii for galactic GQghich
approximations to @ = 2 King model, at a radius. 14 core peaks at at-2.5 pc and has a median value of 3 pc (Djorgovski
radii (r.). The method which is applicable to low signal-to1993, Harris 1996), we find again that our clusters are approx
noise data is similar to the the cross-correlation methoddo mately a factor of two larger. This also indicates that theiod
face photometry by Phillips and Davies (1991). The normadlisof of ¢ is not crucial.
cross-correlation is maximised when the source and the mode
have the same I!ght _profile. Model PS_FS were generated Withy 5 s owth curve method
TINYTIM, including "jitter" data for the images. The flux cen
tra of the convolved model images were aligned to the pixéls derive the spatial size of cluster candidates, many asitho
with the highest fluxes in the source images. In no case is theve used the magnitude difference in apertures of varying
cross-correlation maximised for the bare PSF. Atypic& 0.5 size, i.e. something close to a growth curve (e.g. Whitmore
pixels for the F555W data and 0.3 pixels for the F814W datet al. 1993, Schweizer et al. 1996). This gives a measure of
which corresponds to 4 and 2.5 pc respectively at the distarlee width of the light profile, i.e. the spatial extent. To cke
of ESO 338-1G04. The derived. for an object in F555W and for consistency we applied also this method on the candidate
F814W is the same within 0.2 pixels, in all cases. The meth@&Cs. For all objects we measuréang s 30, the magnitude
is sensitive to variations in the background light disttibn. difference between two small apertures with radii 0.8 and 3
The reason for F555W data giving larger sizes could be dpiels respectively; the same estimate was used by Schweize
to emission line contamination and larger background niaiseet al. (1996). We measured this quantity for the convolvawKi
this filter. No reliable results were obtained for sourcesrtaid profiles, the sole PSF and the cluster candidates. In additio
on the main body of ESO 338-1G04, i.e. the inner sample. The also measurefdmg s_3.0 for PSFs convolved with gaussian
method will generally overestimate sizes, since noisemdlke profiles. Since this method uses information from a smaller

4.4. Spatial extent of globular cluster candidates

4.4.1. Cross correlation method
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area than the cross-correlation method it is less sengtiveradii, only a minor fraction of the inner objects would have
background fluctuations. Therefore the inner sample objetd be discarded as GC candidates. To further investigase thi
posed no problem and their spatial extent could be assessetve measured alsAmgg_1.5 for the convolved King profiles

For the GC candidates we obtained valueshofps_3o and the outer and inner objects. Now the inner sample objects
ranging from 10 to 25, with a median value dfmgs_30= 1.5 have a more peaked distribution of fitted core radii and the
for the outer sample aming g 30 = 1.7 for the inner sample. difference between the mediagof the inner and outer sample
Thus there is a weak tendency for the inner sample objectgicrease. This indicates that crowding may be the main cause
be larger. Comparing the distribution Afng g3 values, the for the larger appearance of the inner objects. An apertithe w
inner sample has a less peaked distribution. This may iteliceadius 1.5 will for some sources still be contaminated wiht
that a few sources in the inner sample are not GCs but méiem a neighbouring source. In fact both samples get smaller
extended associations, but it may also reflect the largicwalif median core radii: 1.75 and 2.7 pc for the outer and inner &amp
ties in measuring the inner sample objects. Projectiorcesfferespectively. That also the outer sample radii decreasesited
may further cause objects to appear more extended than th@t Kingc = 2 profiles are not perfect representations for the
are. The mediadmgg_30 values correspond to core radii ofsources in general.
0.25and 0.4 PC pixels respectively. This is in perfect agerd In the outer sample two sources, object number 32 and 64
with the measurements from the cross correlation method {see Table 1), appear as sharp as the PSF, i.e. unresolved and
the outer sample. At a distance 37.5 Mpc the median core ratigrefore suspected stars. A few more sources: number 39, 45
estimates correspond to 2.0 and 3.2 pc and the quartile sangied 58 are only marginally resolved, and objects 13, 18 and 19
in ¢ (which contain 50 percent of the objects) are 1.3-1.8 a@ade resolved but the uncertainty in the s_30 measurement
1.4-5.6 pc for the outer and inner sample respectively. @ hasverlaps with the PSF. However objects number 18, 39 and 58
values are fully consistent with GCs. are clearly resolved using the GC method. In the inner sample

When comparing the medidmng g3 values to PSFs con- object no. 24 appears unresolved. Two objects in the outer
volved with gaussian profiles we derive median effectivéi racsample (no. 63 and 68) and 9 in the inner sample(no. 4, 9, 10,
(which for a gaussian profile equals the core radius) of 0.88, 22, 35, 39, 51 and 55) ha¥enog_30 > 2, corresponding
and 0.80 PC pixels for the outer and inner sample respegtivéd rc > 6 pc.
This correspond to 4.5 and 6.4 pc at the distance 37.5 Mpc. The cross-correlation amiing g—3.0 methods are found to
This is very close to the median effective radius of 5 pc fourydeld fully consistent results. The estimated radii of thesters
by Schweizer et al. (1996) for GC candidates in the mergitl within the distribution observed for Galactic GCs. Tiheer
remnant NGC 3921. Oukmog_30 VS. effective radii relation sample objects are on average more extended, reflecting the
for the F814W filter is almost identical to the one derived bgreater difficulty assessing their sizes and perhaps thabd s
Schweizer et al. (1996) for the F555W filter. Convolving oupart of the inner sample objects are associations rather tha
Tiny Tim PSFs for F555W with gaussians yieldagg_30Vvs. young GCs. However, it should be stressed once more, that
effective radii relation which is offset with 0.1 magnitiim we are working with objects which have most of thier light
Amg g_3,0 at a given effective radius, as compared to Schweizepncentrated within one PC pixel. Thus all estimates ofrthei
et al. (1996). It is possible that Schweizer et al. (1996)alty spatial extent will be uncertain, no matter what method éslus
used PSFs for F814W rather than F555W as was claimed, or The peak in our distribution of core radii occurs at 2.5 pc,
that there are substantial differences in the Tiny Tim medelpproximately a factor 2 larger than the Milky Way distrioat
and PSFs measured in stellar fields. The difference betwaen@ould the larger size be a simple selection effect becauwse th
and Schweizer et al.'s relations are however unimportacesi clusters we observe generally are more massive and thus on
we use the F814W filter. average larger than galactic ones? Probably not, sincet@ala

Itis difficult to assess whether the broader distribution.of GCs show no clear correlation between radius and luminos-
for the inner sample is a consequence of larger intrinsitiapaity(van den Bergh et al. 1991, Harris 1996).
extent or primarily reflects the general photometric diffies
in the_innersample region. For many sources inth.e inner@m@_S_ Could some objects be super giants in ESO 338-1G04?
the distance (centre to centre) to the nearest neighboulys o
on the order of five pixels, and in some cases less. This medie distribution of absolute magnitudes of the GC candglate
that the outer used aperture in thewgg 30 May contain a is shown in Fig. 8. All objects in Table 1 and 2 are brighter
considerable contribution from neighbouring objects. &thect than M, = —7. Comparable luminosities can be reached by
of this will an overestimate of the spatial extent of the inneuper giant (SG) stars, i.e. massive stars in their latai&ool
objects with close neighbours, i.e. almost all inner olsieadt ary stages. It is thus important to assess if our sample of GC
conservative estimate can be obtained by removing the meandidates can be contaminated by luminous SGs in ESO 338-
extended sources in the outer sample until the median valG®4.
and width (as measured by the standard deviation) of the inne To compare our objects with properties of individual stars,
sample agrees with that of the outer sample. To achieve this have used the same evolutionary tracks as in the photomet-
27 percent of the inner sources must be removed. Hence exierevolution model, described in sect. 5.1. We used thestran
assuming that crowding does not affect the distributionaséc mission profiles of the used filters convolved with the CCD
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massive than 601, will ever have such properties, and in total
four of the objects are found in this region: no. 91 in the oute
sample and no. 31, 42 and 88 in the inner sample.

The other region where SGs and our objects partly overlap
is for M, < —7 and(v — ¢) > 0.3. In this region, not all
sources have measur@d- b) colours so for these we have less
constraints on their nature. For those objects with medsure
(u — b) colours only one, no. 2 and to some extent no. 53 in the
outer sample, have properties consistent with a red/yeligyer
giant (RSG) star. For those witho(ut — b) measured, no firm
conclusions can be drawn, but only stars more massive than 20
M will ever reach comparable luminosity atw— ¢) colour.
Speaking against their identification as RSGs rather thasi&C
their location in the outer sample, and that the majorityespp
spatially resolved.

Luminous RSGs origin from stars in the mass range 20 to 40
M, andthe duration of the RSG phase is on the order of 10 000
years. From the observéfln luminosity and a Salpeter IMF we
Fig. 10. Histogram of the estimated core radii of outer clusters Wit@xpect a star formation rate of approximately ovig, per year
good signal to noise in the F814W filter, using the cross étith i the area covered by the PC field of view. For a Salpeter IMF,
method. the distribution peaks at 2.5 pc. The bin-size Bilotis 0.2 5 fraction of approximately 0.0005 of the newly formed stars
pixels, or 1.65 pc. will have a mass in the range required for it to become a RSG.

Thus we expect on the order of a dozen luminous RSGs to be

) resent in ESO 338-1G04 at each instant. The number of BSG
response curve to calculate the magnitudes of the model s{afminous enough to enter the region in the— i) — (u — b)
in the VEGAMAG system. Thereby, we are able to study thane where the GC candidates reside can in the same way
location of stars in thell, — (v — i) — (u — b) space and pe estimated to be less than five. Thus we expect several SG
compar_e_wnh the location _of our GC candidates. We find thgty < 1o exist in ESO 338-1G04, but they are more likely part
luminosities of corresponding @f,, = —7 or greater can only f the clusters than observable as individual stars, anajn a
be reached or stars with mass greater than approximately:13e their number should be ten times smaller than the numbe
M. However, to match also the observed- i) colour, only ¢ ghserved GC candidates. Object no. 2 and 91 in the outer
stars more massive than 20(, can cause confusion. Suchyampie and no. 31, 42 and 88 in the inner sample, are the best
stars have life times shorter than about 10 Myr. candidates for being individual SGs based on their colodr an

The current star formation activity is strongly concerdtht jJuminosity; however all appear to be spatially extended} an
to the centre of ESO 338-1G04. If we assume that a star h@ily no. 2 in the outer sample is beter fit by a single SG than
a typical velocity of~ 10km/s, it would need more than 10with the photometric GC model described in Sect. 5. Almost a
Myr to travel the distance from the centre to the region of thaird of the objects in the outer sample lack measuied b)
outer sample. Thus it is unlikely that the outer sample wilolour and are from the measuréd— 4) and M, consistent
be contaminated with SGs that has emigrated from the centigth the predictions for RSGs. A few of these, no. 13,19, 3, 4
However some star formation appears to be going on, ataslowgd 64, are in addition unresolved or only marginally resdlv
pace, over an extended region outside the central stat imgt (Sect. 4.4.2), making the RSG interpretation possibletese.
the presence of SGs is still possible. As we showed in the last
section, the majority of the objects are spatially extenddich
makes it unlikely that they are individual stars, unlesy tiave

associated nebulosity or reside in clusters; in the laétse¢hey e conclude from the analysis above that the overwhelming
are of course not single stars at the present resolutiorthléormajoriw of objects seen around ESO 338-1G04 in the PC image
inner sample region, we expect several SGs to exist, but wgist be associated with the galaxy. In general, we have shown
will only be able to distinguish them as individual starshiéy  that foreground star contamination is improbable and that t
are well isolated. Since star formation tends to be a collect photometric distances are inconsistent with foregrouadsst
phenomenon, producing not only one star at an instant, Wreover, the vast majority of object have colours and altsol
expect star formation to occur in associations and clusters magnitudes that excludes the possibility that they coulsLiper

By studying the location of the model stars and our observgint stars in the target galaxy. Although SGs should bestes
objectsinthe\, — (v—1i)— (u—b) space, we identify two areaswe expect them to be part of clusters and associations rather
where our objects overlap with the location of stars. Thedine than isolated objects. Furthermore, isolated giant staosld
is for blue super giant (BSG) stars wilfl, < —9.5,—0.25< not appear spatially resolved. The remaining alternasithén
(v—1) < 0.0and—1.6 < (u—b) < —0.9. Only stars more that these are actually star clusters in ESO 338-1G04. Since

4.6. Conclusions on association
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many of them appear to be quite old (see next section) and These spectra have been integrated for the HST F336W,
their light distribution is concentrated it is most likelyat they F439W, F555W and F814W filters using the transmission
actually are globular clusters. curves available at the STSCI web-site. As for the photome-

Can we single out any probable interlopers? In the next séd the zero-points for Vega were used. To check the acgurac
tion we will see that the photometric evolution models pecedispectrum of Vega was integrated the same way and yielded zero
(v—i) < 1.1 for old GCs. Objects which within the 1 sigma uncolours. Since we derived the model colours using the trigsm
certainty are redder than this are therefore unlikely to s G sion profiles of the filters, convolved with the CCD sensifivi
unless they have very high metallicity or internal reddgninand the photometric zero-points for Vega (HST data handpook
This is the case for objects 39, 45, 13, 19 and 63 in the outegether with a spectrum of Vega, our estimates do not rely
sample. In addition objects 14 and 64 are too redfor i) to ©On any colour terms. Furthermore, since we use the full filter
be measured. Of these, all but no. 14 and 63, Heugg 3, Profilesthe results are insensitive to red-leaks of the HEFdi
values whose 1 sigma uncertainties include the PSF. In view Both the contribution from line- and continuous emission
of this it is likely that they are foreground stars, while dg. are included inthe model and thus, contamination from gaseo
and 63 may be background galaxies. However all but no. 8gission should not be a problem. Unfortunately, this voll n
and 45 have photometric distances in excess of 10 kpc whid the case since the emission is, at least partly, spatiay
cast some doubt on the foreground star interpretation sanlgoupled from the ionising source, and found in the form of
they reside way out in the halo. An alternative is that some #ipments several tens of pc away. This may be a problem for
these could be individual RSGs in ESO 338-1G04 after all. Wge inner sample. Moreover, contrary to e.gy,the predicted
should also add object no. 32 in the outer sample to the integuivalent width of [Olllhseo is sensitive to metallicity and to
loper candidates, since it appears unresolved and in adgitunknown physical parameters like the filling factor of the ga
very red. However, not all of these objects have colours tHatthe nebula.
are fully consitent with main sequence stars. Thusthe eatur ~ The models produce predicted fluxes for each time step
these eight objects remain unclear, although they arekedyli Which are fit to the observed fluxes of the cluster candidates
to be GCs in ESO 338-1G04. In number they constitute onHging a least squares method. The models also, for a given
five percent of the total number of objects in the outer angiinfMF, produce mass to luminosity ratiod/(/ L.) for the stellar
Samp|e, and affect in no way the conclusions in this paper. population, including the mass contained in stellar renman
These values can be used to estimate the mass of each cluster
candidate by simply multiplying thé//L, value at the best
fitting age with the observed absolute V-band flux, expressed

5. Ages of globular cluster candidates .
solar units.

5.1. Spectral evolutionary synthesis models
5.2. Model parameters

To estimate the ages of the cluster candidates we used aspﬁch d a"top hat" star f tion historv in th d
tral evolutionary synthesis code developed by Bergvalis T ¢ have assumeda ftop hat stariormation nistory in the mod-
els. The star formation rate is constant fgg = 10 Myr and

based on evolutionary tracks of stars of metallicity in thege . ) . S
5% (mainly) to 10% solar. Tracks in the mass range 0.08-138° thereafter. Since we are modelling regions of limifetial

Mwere obtained from Schaller et al. (1992). Pre-main sgxtent such glshort time-scale is probably rga_listic. Osults
quence tracks were obtained from VandenBerg (1985, 19 c not sensitive tp the vaIue_ﬁjp as long as itis shorf[er t_han_
Iben (1965) and Grossman and Graboske (1971). Horizon € age of the ob!ect. In regions where star formation i stil
branch and AGB tracks up to the onset of thermal pu|SatiOBW(.gromdg (r)]n’ thedCTO'CedF)fS.F wil aﬁECt t.he modelleldoa%%s.BVC\)/e4o
obtained from Castellani et al. (1991). Equivalent widththe used the model predictions at the time steps 10, 20, 30, 40,
Balmer lines and Hel lines in absorption for stars with tempe5obgoé57§6 83%0?)05388 72880 39%%0400(:’1 fggog?/lo 80?.’ 10(;0’
atures above 30000K were obtained from the non-LTE stel&:\? ' q d,t ’ ’ ’ an yrtofittothe
atmosphere models of Auer and Mihalas (1972). Line data fopserved dala. . .

cooler stars were obtained from different sources in thee-lit S'”C? t_he numb_er O_f qbservables n th_e data set is too small
ature. The evolutionary tracks were combined with synd:he@o unamibigously discriminate between different IMFs wd wi
stellar spectra obtained from Kurucz (1992). At the higlesst ocus our discussion on results based on the classical t8alpe
fective temperatures Kurucz' data were supplemented vaith dIMF (Salpeter 1955) and the more realist_ic Mill(_er—Scan IMF
from Howarth and Lynas-Gray (1989; computed from the K M'”er_:[ﬁcal(i 129§§).thThe Salpleter_ I('\j/' 'II'Sha I\jl_lrllglespolvver-
rucz model) covering a wider range in log g. Data for nebul V\I':V_V' r?‘ o~ ,d g pci]wer-(?_vf\f/ index The II er- C‘;(;f
line emission were obtained from Ferlands models (1993) a IS € gracterllse_ e?lgto rfee 16 eren;zpower- awiaztSO €
the continuous emission was calculated from Brown and Ma 1-t maizlntervazi __ 1'40 for [0 1/\/16’ 1 QMQ]_I’_ O‘."_ )

ews (1970) and Sibille et al. (1974). The metallicity of thesg 1--1@ 10Mo] anda = 1.40for[0.1Mo, IMc]. Toillustrate
was assume(_j tp be 10% solar. With this set—up we were ableThe IMF is defined agN/dM o M~ whereM denotes the
to make predictions of galaxy spectra as a function of tinge astellar mass andN the number of elements in the interyal’, M +
initial mass function (IMF). dM).
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5.3. Metallicity

The assumed metallicity is 5-10% ([FeAH1.2) and 10% of
the solar value for the stars and gas, respectively. Thdliniya
ofthe gas was chosento be close to the observed nebularoxyge
abundance of 12% solar in ESO 338-1G04. The metallicity of
the gas is only important at low ages when the ionizing field
from young stars give rise to recombination radiation fréwa t
gas. The choice of metallicity for the stellar componeness|
obvious, since it may vary with the age of the stars. The young
newly formed clusters will have metallicity close to the okl
value, while possible old objects may have a considerahlgito
metallicity. It is well known that metallicity has a major pact

on the colours of a stellar population, making them redd#ér wi
increasing metallicity, and therefore it has to be handlét w
care. Models using a higher metallicity, e.g. solar, gelhera
gives very different results.

Observations of elliptical galaxies reveal that severakha
bimodal colour distributions, which is interpreted as twapp
ulations with similar age but different metallicity. In genal,
the metal rich GC population has a metallicity close to tHat o
the host galaxy, and a lower peak magnitude in the luminosity
function (Forbes et al. 1997). Durrell et al. (1996) studieel
globular cluster systems of dwarf ellipticals in the Virdoster.
Assuming them to have similar ages as Galactic GCs, theylfoun
the mean metallicity of the GC systems in the Virgo dwarfsgo b
[Fe/H]=-1.45, for a host galaxy luminosity 8f, ~ —17. Sub-
tracting the starburst in ESO338-1G04, the underlying xgala
has a similar absolute luminosity/,, ~ —18.

Thus, there is no reason to assume that the metallicity of any
GCin ESO 338-1G04 should be higherthan 10 %. The metallic-
ity of Galactic GCs vary between [Fe/H]=-2.5 arsd.0, with a

Fig. 11. Photometric evolution of the models used. The x-axis is th(éear Peak a_t [Fe/H]=-1.5, but V\_"th no dependence on ‘T"bsomt
logarithm of the age in years. The top panel shows the eewiati M., magnitude (i.e. mass). Depending on the age of our objeets, w
for the four different IMFs. The solid line represents thediction for €xpect the metallicity to lie in the range [Fe/H]=-2 to -1dan
the Salpeter IMF¢ = 2.35), the dashed line far = 1.35, the dotted the mean metallicity should be somewhere around [Fe/Hj=-1.
line for « = 3.35 and finally, the dash-dot line shows the Miller-Scalas in dwarf ellipticals (Durrell et al. 1996) and the Milkyywa
IMF. On the rightmost axis the mass to luminosity ratio isvehdor  (Harris 1996). Our used metallicity of [Fe/H}1.2 is thus not
the same models. The second, third and fourth panel fromdpe far from this. Objects that form very early, during the early
shows the evolution ofu — b), (b — v) and(v — i), respectively. All - ¢o|japse phase of the protogalaxy may have a very low ([Fe/H]
colours correspond to the HST photometric system with peiots —2.5) metallicity while only slightly older objects may be
for Vega. one order of magnitude more metal rich. With this uncenjaint

in the metallicity of the GC candidates we will have correspo

how dependent our results are to the chosen IMF, we have dRUncertainties ifv — i) of less than+0.1 magnitudes at a
modelled the objects using a flatter & 1.35) and a steeper 9Ven age (Couture etal. 1990). The uncertaintigé inv) and

(o = 3.35) mass function. We will sometimes refer to these 44 — b) will be comparable. Population synthesis models, e.g.

the flat andsteep IMFs respectively. In Fig. 11 we show theWorthey (1994) predict somewhat less metallicity dependen

photometric evolution of a model globular cluster from 1 My?” the colours at low metallicities. It should be borne in djin

to 11 Gyr for the four different IMFs. As can be seen, the majdfat part of the structure we find in the age distribution of GC
difference occurs at low ages. In particular the steep IMgi candidates, may be illusive and caused by varying metgllici

considerable reddép — i) colours, due to the relatively larger@MONg the objects.

influence of pre-main sequence evolution (assuming "naked"

pre-main sequence stars). Another major difference isifhe & 4 |nternal extinction

ference in the mass to luminosity ratit// L,,. As we will see,

only the Miller-Scalo IMF gives &// L,, value that agrees with The colour of any astronomical object will be affected by in-
those observed for old galactic GCs. terstellar extinction. The reddening caused by our galag/ h




Ostlin et al., Young and old globular clusters in ESO 3384G0 17

laws probably are more adequate here. Itis also likely tligt c
ters have different amounts of internal extinction depegain
their age and on the physical conditions during their foramat
One possibility to assess the internal extinction is to vary
and determine where the residual from the fitting procedure f
each object is minimised. Since the F336W and F439W data
have rather low signal-to-noise for most sources, this nay b
hazardous and the fitted extinctions may finally rather reflec
the uncertainties in the data. A safer way would be to model
the cluster candidates with different internal extincsidior
the whole sample to see where the average residual has its
minimum. For the Salpeter IMF the minimum average residual
for the whole outer sample was obtained for an extinction of
E(B-V) = 0.09.Fortheflat¢ = 1.35), steepd = 3.35)and
Miller-Scalo IMFs the corresponding (B — V') values were
0.08, 0.0 and 0.10 respectively. These number should bediew
critically, since they may reflect intrinsic systematicogsrin
the models, but the values are reasonable. Moreover we found
Fig. 12. Photometric evolution of the used models, in the— i) that adding or subtracting an extinction of this magnitudd h
versus(u — b) plane. The full drawn line with pentagrams representg negligible impact on the overall result. As a compromise,
the Salpeter IMF model. The pentagrams indicate ages of 1 Myr and due to the lack of information, an internal extinction of
Myr, 100 Myr, 1 Gyr and 11 Gyr, with the lowest and highest age i g _ /) — 0.05 and the average interstellar extinction law
the lower left and upper right corners respectively. Thenddsline (the difference between this and the LMC extinction law igm

shows the same for the flak (= 1.35) IMF and the dotted line with in the optical region) was assumed for all objects. This &alu
triangles the steep IMFo( = 3.35) model. Shown as filled circles, P 9 / )

with thick error bars, are outer sources with combined petoic 'S reasonable in view of galactic GCs. In Fig. 12 it can be seen

errors in FA39W and F336W,,_, < 0.2. The length of the error-bars thatan internal extinction correction 6 5 — V') ~ 0.1 would
corresponds to the combined one sigma photometric errqisini) ~ bring the data into close agreement with the models, exoept f
and(u—b). Shown as open circles with thin error-bars are inner ssurcée bluest objects. For the bluest sources the extinctisidize

with o, _, < 0.1. Here the error-bars are the 1 sigma combined errgmall to make a good fit to the models. As long as the assumed
multiplied with 1.6 and 1.3 fofv — ¢) and (u — b) respectively. The internal extinction is small, changing it or the extinctitaw
arrow in the lower right part of the diagram is the reddeniagter for has no significant impact on the modelled properties, and the

an eXUnCUOnE(B — V) = 0.2. No internal extinction correction haSresultlng age and mass d|str|but|0ns are almost |dentlca|
been applied to the data points in this diagram.

5.5. Modelled cluster ages and masses

been corrected for as discussed above. Any additionahiater 10 €stimate the ages of the globular cluster candidates e us

extinction in ESO 338-1G04 will of course affect our resultsthe observed fluxes, as described above, with an interriatext

The internal extinction in the centre of the galaxy is veryaim tion correction ofE(5 — V.) — 0.05. For each time-step in the
Bergvall (1985) findsE(B — V) = 0.05, lye et al (1987) model, a least squares fit is made to the observed fluxes. The
E(B-V) < 0.04and Calzetti et al (1995')(13 —V) =002 observed fluxes in each filter are weighted with the inverse of

It may be a reasonable assumption that this is true also éor {Hewfphotorﬂetlrlc uncertzl_r(;ty. Th|shproc§dure_g|ves zm]?slgd
cluster candidates, since the metallicity is low and the @mho age for each cluster candidate, where the res| . define

of dust might be small outside the central component of ts¢ hG'S the weighted mean square deviation between the model and

galaxy. Some dust will be produced internally in the clusste|Ihe data, is minimised.

due to mass loss from stars in their late evolutionary stages

However, Galactic GCs appears to have very little interral e S Mw

tinction, suggesting that internally produced dust someiso Res = HM, where
removed from a cluster (cf e.g Origlia et al. 1997). All the ex k Wk

tinction measurements above concerns only the brightuatsirb 5 fobsk — fmodk

which has a high ultraviolet flux. Dust may have been photék = (7
dissociated in this region, while dust outside the mairbsiest

region, i.e. where our outer clusters reside, may havegedvi The symbolsfonsr, and fmoqx represent the observed and
A further uncertainty concerns the extinction law, which apnodel flux in the band-pass, andwy, is the corresponding
pears to be different in starburst galaxies (Calzetti efl@94). weight.

On the other hand, the outer clusters are not residing in the In effect, the F555W and F814W data are generally given
starburst itself, whence the average Galactic or LMC etitnc higher weights than the F439W and F336W data. Thus, it is

2
) ; here wy = (o) 72 (1)
fobsk
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not a problem if a particular data point has a low signal-tdAyr group, an older 1-7 Gyr group with a peak at 2.5 and 5 Gyr
noise, since it is given a lower weight in the fitting procezlurand finally an ~11 Gyr old group. Thus there are indications of
As the minimum photometric uncertainty used for weightimg ipopulations of young as well as old globular clusters preisen
each filter, we assumed = 0.03 as an estimate of the intrin-this galaxy. Varying the IMF does not affect the generalgratt

sic photometric errors with WFPC2 which is of that order af the age distribution. Although the ages of the objectft shi
magnitude. For the inner objects where [Olkdo7 contamina- slightly ant the relative strength of the peaks change 8ligh
tion may be a problem, the weights for the F555W data wetlgey remain at the same locations. All IMFs produce the same
reduced with a factor of two. median age of 2.5 Gyr.

Figure 12 shows & — i) versugu — b) diagram for objects The histogram of modelled masses are shown in Fig. 14
with good photometry together with the model predictiofitg for the Salpeter IMF. It can be seen that the clusters are very
motivation for only including objects with accurate photetny massive, with a peak in the distribution around 2@ ,. Even
is for reasons of clarity; in Fig. 7 all sources are inclujlecthe objects with the lowest modelled mags,10* M., are
The outer sample objects are shown as filled circles wittkthimassive enough to be globular clusters. However, the mexiell
error-bars whose length correspondsto ; ando, 5, the 1- mass of a GC is quite sensitive to the assumed IMF due to
sigma combined erraisin (v — ¢) and (v — b). The inner the varyingM /L, value (Fig. 11). The median mass of the
sample objects are shown as open circles with thin err@:-batusters is 67 x 10° M, for the Salpeter IMF, 3 x 10° M,

The length of the error-bars for the inner sample corresptmd for the Miller-Scalo IMF, 18 x 10° M, for the steep IMF and
1.50,_; and 130,,_;. The inner sample formal errors have bee#.2 x 10° M, for the flat IMF. At an age of 11 Gyr, typical for
scaled to make a comparison with outer sample objects motd Galactic GCs according to recent estimates (e.g. Chaboy
fair (Sect 3.2). It can be directly seen that objects spande wiet al. 1998), the different IMFs predict the following/L,
range of ages, with inner objects generally being youndes. Tvalues: 5.7 for the Salpeter, 3.5 for the Miller-Scalo, 1dtfe
agreement between the models and the observed objecty is stgep, and 44 for the flat IMF; all expressed in solar unitg Th
good. As discussed above, adding an extinction correction/d/L,, values for well studied old Galactic GCs range between
E(B-V) = 0.1would make the agreement even better, excep8 and 3.6 (Meylan and Pryor 1993). Thus only the Miller-
for the youngest objects. Although there are a few objedis wiScalo IMF can reproduce the obsenzeff L, values. The flat
blue(u—0b) and redv—i) colours, close to the prediction of theand steep IMFs are both clearly ruled out, while the Salpeter
steep IMF, most objects appear to be better fitted by the ot is at the limit.

IMFs. If there was a bimodality in the IMF, this would be very  As can be seen in Fig. 15 there is a correlation between
interesting, but it is not possible to claim this from ouralatthe mass and age such that old clusters on average are more
considering the various uncertainties. For the objecth the massive. Since the luminosity of for a given mass decreabe wi
bluest(v — ¢) colours, it appears that only the flat IMF modetime, i.e. theM /L, value increases, we do not expect to find
can reproduce them. This does not necessarily mean thatahg old low mass clusters. Plotted in Fig. 15 is the photomet-
flat IMF is to prefer, since we are now dealing with ages shortéc mass of a cluster withng;4 = 24 at a function of age.
thanrsg, and with sources which all have strong emission linghis is our expected low mass cut-off and agrees well with the
contamination, and further the distance to the predictidhe observed distribution. Considering that, including thgeots
lowest age in the Salpeter IMF is only a few sigma. falling below the detection threshold, we expect the nunaber

We have seen that the colour of an object will be determinettl clusters to be larger than the number of young ones (Table
mainly by its age, but that the situation is complicated biyva 4). Therefore we expect to find more massive clusters among
ing extinction and metallicity, which can have a non negliblthe older ones. This also means that the apparent situation i
impact on the colours. Below, we will begin with interpregin Fig. 14, that the total number of clusters is dominated byngpu
the colours as caused by age, and in the next subsection digects, most likely is not real (cf Sect. 6.1 and 6.6).
cuss how varying extinction and metallicity might modifyeth  In Fig 14 we also show the luminosity function of all objects
results. in the outer sample, transformed to an age of 9 Gyr using the
Salpeter model, comparable to ages of galactic GCs (Chaboye
et al. 1998). The luminous part of the distribution have gsha
not too far from gaussian, with a peak &f, = —8.5. The
For the standard Salpeter IMF the resulting age distrinutio  shape is similar to the luminosity function of galactic gitdy
the outer objects is shown in Fig. 14. We did notinclude disje¢lusters but the peak luminosity is 1 magnitude brighter
14 and 64 in the modelling since they were not detected in tf@ our objects, due to incompleteness. The estimated afesol
F555W, F439W or F336W data (14 was actually detected iagnitude at an age of 9 Gyr is also sensitive to the IMF as
F336W, which suggests that it may be a distant galaxy). \§&€n in Table 4.
can identify what appears to be at least four different eparch
the cluster formation history. There is a group of youngtelitss 5 5 2 The inner sample
with ages from<10 to 100 Myr, an intermediate age 200-700

For the inner objects, it can be seen from their colours, gs Fi

} u—i = [0l + 0214 Tut = \/Ohs + 02ag 6,7,11 and 12, that all but a few have ages less than 100 Myr.

5.5.1. The outer sample
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In Fig. 14 we show the resulting age and mass distribution feffect on the shape of the age histogram. When adding the
the inner sample, and alsd, transformed to an age of 9 Gyr.errors in the blue and red direction the median age was dhifte
Masses range from 2 x 10* M to ~ 5 x 10° M, assum- down to 1500 Myr and up to 3500 Myr respectively. Thus the
ing a Salpeter IMF. The transformed luminosity function sloeage pattern in Fig. 14 is very robust to changes in the IMF and
not have the nice shape of the outer sample. The inner saminternal errors. Not included in the modelling, nor in Teab,

ple is incomplete and in addition many sources may be double objects withngi4 2 24, many of which are only detected

or multiple clusters, and further photometric errors cdrb® in the F814W filter. These may partly be foreground stars, but
neglected. This may explain the irregular shape of the lostin some of them may be old low luminosity globular clusters.

ity function at 9 Gyr. Further this transformation only indes

. . . . The age distribution of the clusters in the outer and inner
photometric evolution, not dynamic. Approximately 40 part

. . : ) sample seen in Fig. 14 reveals that objects are found in most
of _the inner sample objects_ are fitted with an_@do MYT. " age bins. This could mean that clusters have formed at a more
This subset may be contaminated by associations but mostggress steady rate since more than 10 Gyr back in time, and
Jects are expected to be young GCs since they have small rﬂ%"t at some occasions, e.g. at the present, the clustea-f,orm
and large masses. The older objects in the inner sample, 8 rate have been hea\’/ily enhanced. Howe-'ver it is likedy t
probably outer sample objects projected on the centre of % true age distribution is different from the moéelled doe
galaxy. to observational uncertainties, and uncertainties in thdets.
Even if the true distribution is sharply peaked at differages,

5.5.3. The total sample the modelled distribution is likely to be smoother, sinaedbr-

. , responding peaks in the colour distributions would be sexkar
The d'V'TQ"On between an outer and inner s_ample was m%ﬂ?observational errors. One specific suspicion was that the
on practical grounds, not physical. In studying the statsét Gyr peak was not real, but created by 2.5 and 5 Gyr objects

properties of the sources it is more interesting to comtiee tnih que to observational errors in the red direction piled
two sub-samples into @otal sample. Table 4 presents medu’;uat the reddest model age, i.e. at 11 Gyr

modelled properties for the whole sample as a function of age

of the clusters, for the Salpeter and Miller-Scalo IMFs. &xc To test this possibility we simulated the age distribution i
for the youngest objects, where the two IMFs give almost eqdBe following way: We assumed an input age distribution with
M/ L, values, the Salpeter IMF produce about twice as massi to five sharp peaks, and the observed distributiomg.
clusters. We noted in the previous section that only theawtill The colours of the objects of a specific age are given by the
Scalo IMF givesM /L, values in accordance with observednodel. Errors are now added stochastically according to the
GCs. Therefore the flat and steep IMFs are not included, sirfieservedn — o relation (Fig. 4). These simulated objects are
they give unrealistid// L, values for old clusters. Table 4 alsgnodelled with the photometric evolution model to check & th
presents< M, gcyr >, the median of\Z, transformed to an age 29 distribution of the observed objects can be reproduned.

of 9 Gyr including only photometric evolution. In generaéth this way we can determine which peaks are significant. To re-
values predicted by the two used IMFs are within a few tentR§oduce the data we need to have peaks in the age distribution
of amagnitude, with the largest difference again at low @ge. &t 10 Myr, 30 Myr,~100 Myr, ~600 Myr, 2.5 Gyr, 5 Gyr and
quantityn _g 5 is the number of sources withl,, ggyr < —8.5, ~11 Gyr. The peak at 100 Myr is on_ly marginally significant.
which is of relevance for assessing the richness of the d@e 2.5and 5 Gyr peaks could possibly be replaced by a more
population; andr is the total number of objects in the ag&xtended GC formation epoch lasting a few Gyr, but not with
interval in question. If there is a possible contaminatibrato @ Single peak of intermediate age. Out of the seven suspected
most five foreground/background sourceshould be lowered foreground/background objects (Sect. 4.5), five were best fi
by this number but not- _g 5 since the possible interlopers arded with an age of 11 Gyr. The total number of objects with
all faint. The median mass in each age intervalis consistight this fitted age is 14. Thus up to one third of these could be
GCs. The youngest objects have a lower median mass reflecfig§ally foreground/background objects rather than old GC

the age dependent mass detection limit, see Fig 15. ESO 338-1G04. The 11 Gyr peak could only partly be repro-
duced by assuming a 5 Gyr peak broadened by observational

errors, even when allowing for one third of them to be fore-
ground/background objects. Thus even if the number of very
In the following section we will critically examine the rding  ©/d GCs are less than the model-fitting indicates, objects wi
age distribution obtained in Sect. 5.5. We discuss howbiia this age are required to explain the observed colour digtab.

our results are considering photometric, metallicityjreotion  Thus, in addition to the present active GC formation eveet, w
and model uncertainties. are left with three prominent GC formation epochs in the past

0.5, 2.5-5and& 11 Gyr ago. However, the 11 Gyr peak may in
reality be less peaked and extending to higher ages.

5.6. Uncertainties

5.6.1. Photometric errors

To estimate uncertainties we made the objects bluer anéredd
with the observed one sigma uncertainties. This had a minor
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5.6.2. Effects of metallicity and extinction uncertaistie uncertain at approximately the 50% level. Note that the main
effect of metallicity and extinction is to change the coand

Above we found that the observed distribution of CO|0urS|d0uthus the interpreted age, of an Object_ The estimated masses

be understood by a wide range of cluster ages with severk$pegnd luminosity evolution of the objects will not be importign

in the age distribution. The observed rang&ir-i) and(u—b)  affected.

is about two magnitudes, which is far more than expected from

vqriati_ons in the metallicity and gxtinction alone. Thuswesd 5.6.3. Residuals and significance of fitted ages

this wide range of ages to explain the data. However, we danno

rule out that some smaller variations in the colour distidou Fig. 15 shows a plot of the residual of a fit for the Salpeter

are caused by varying extinction or metallicity. It is diffit IMF versus the weighted mean error for each object in theroute

to disentangle effects of metallicity and extinction, giribeir sample. The weighted mean errey,, is the for each object

impact in a colour-colour diagram like Fig. 12 is very simila mean of all the photometric uncertainties weighted withrthe

Could, for example, the apparent age structure seen amémd inverse, i.e. the signal to noise:
objects older than 1 Gyr (Fig. 14) be caused by varying extinc

1
tion in objects of a uniform age of, say,2 Gyr? To reproduce o — >k TEWE _ 2ok k5,2 )
the colour distribution we then need to add an additional ex” >, wy Yoz

tinction of more than 0.3 magnitudes ;B — V) for those
objects that first were fitted with an age of 11 Gyr. The average
extinction needed for these objects wouldBE3 — V') = 0.6,
andE(B—-V') = 0.2 for the 5Gyr objects . This is far more thar
expected, since there are no signs of any appreciable gatinc
in this galaxy. Thus, it is unlikely that the range of agesq?2
11 Gyr) inferrred for the oldest objects is an illusion calbg
varying extinction. For the 2.5 vs the 5 Gyrs peak, this can-
not be ruled out, but the required extinction is still higktean
expected.

We saw in section 5.3 that metallicity variations could @aus
colour variations up to 0.2 magnitudegin-b) and(v—:). One
could expect that the metallicity of the objects correlatthw
their age, with the oldest clusters beeing the most metal. pao
This would make them bluer, and create an illusive youth. $o
if there is a simple relation between age and metallicity mgno
the GC candidates this would rather hide age variations than
create illusionary such. Of course the situation may be mgre
complicated than a simple age metallicity relation, e.g>@
formation was triggred by merging with a gaseous component
with a different metallicity than that of the host galaxy.eTh _ . .
colour variations among objects with fitted ages above 1 i9- 13.Residuals of fit to the Salpetet (= 2.35) model. Left panel:

is still t0o | tob lained b tallicit iatioad he x-axis shows the weighted omenean error for each outer object,
IS still oo large to be explained by metallicity varnaloaiene, -, o y-axis shows the residual of the fit. See Egs. (1) anfb(2

unless thg apparently old_est objects are very met_al.rltr:hl((sﬂ the definition of these quantities. For objects below thehdddine
solar), which we showed in Sect. 5.3 was unrealistic. Thus W fit is within the 1 sigma photometric uncertainty. Riganpl: The
are left with a real age structure that would require an opposratio of the residual of the fit to the weighted mean error isveh
age-metallicity relationship and in addition appreciadi@nc- as a function of the fitted age. Only five objects have fits wihse
tion to be avoided. However, it is less certain wether the twb sigmas. Only outer objects have been displayed for nsasb
connected age peaks at 2.5 and 5 Gyr are real. The diffenencéarity. The inner sample objects show an almost identiisatidution
the mediar(v — i) value of the two sub populations is less thaff errors and residuals.
0.1 magnitudes (the difference(n—b) is larger), which could
be explained by metallicity variations of the order of 1 d&x. This is the relevant quantity to compare with the residuahef
smaller metallicity difference could be sufficient if the rao fit, Eq. (1), since it weights the different passbands in trae
metal rich clusters in addition had higher internal exiiorct manner. On average, we do not expect objects to have smaller
The conclusions are that fine structures (at the 50 % levedsiduals than their weighted mean error. Most objectslshou
in the age distributions could equally well be caused by amethowever have their residual within a fewy,. Fig. 15 verifies
licity bimodality as by real age differences, but that thema that this is the case. For objects with small, this will under-
age structure remains intact, i.e the peaks &0 Myr, ~ 600 estimate the errors since inherent photometric unceigaiir
Myr, 2.5 to 5 Gyr and> 10 Gyr remain. Due to the unknownWFPC2 will enter. Itis importantto remember that all theagiv
metallicity and extinction, the absolute values of the agres errors in the plots and tables are formal photometric eyeord
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are therefore lower limits to the true photometric errorsioch  model spectra generated using the tracks from the Genewp gro
may be affected by object centring errors, crowding badkgdo (the ones used here, Schaller et al. 1992) and the Padov@a grou
subtraction errors, contamination from gaseous emissibar- differed in predicted colours, e.gB — V'), up to several tenths
ent photometric uncertainty in the WFPC2 system and passibf a magnitude at certain ages. Therefore, it is very likabtt
systematic errors. In particular the former can be a prolitem the uncertainties of the model predictions arising fromesnc
the inner sample. In addition, we have metallicity and ecttom  tainties in theories of stellar evolution is at least 0.1 niagles
and model uncertainties. in colour indices. Our models include AGB stars only to the
Overall, there is no correlation between the fitted age andset of thermal pulsations. Later stages are very shomand
the residual, except that the lowest (OMyr) and highest¢ including them will give errors less than 0.05 magnitudes in
10Gyr) age bins have on average slightly higher residulis. Tbolometric flux, and considerable less in the colours (Gtarl
is demonstrated in Fig. 13. This is expected since abnoyma$l Bruzual 1991).
blue and red objects will always be fitted with one of thesesage
although the fit is not particularly good. These objects, ngh
the fit is much worse than expected from the photometric srror
are suspect. Perhaps some could after all be distant galdcti
nuclei or halo stars? In general though, the residuals ale we
within a few o,. For the outer sample and the Salpeter IM
65 % of the objects have fits better thBns /o, = 1. Only five
objects haveRes > 2.50y, two which have fitted ages of 10
Myr, one 50 Myr and two 11 Gyr. For the inner sample and the
other IMFs the numbers are almost identical.
Each object has been fitted to one of the time-steps in the
model. However, the best fit might have been obtained foran ag
intermediate between two time-steps. For this reasonctshje
that apparently coincide with the model prediction e.g.im F
12., may still have a residual larger than the weighted mean
error. We conclude that the residuals from the fit are redsena
as compared to the observational uncertainties, and inrgleng
the fits are as good as can be expected.
Although an object will always have a best fitting age, this

tell us nothing about the significance of this result. If tlgmal \ation b delled 4 forth |
to noise is sufficiently low, any age would be consistent with Fig. 15.Relation between modelled age and mass for the outer sample.
The dotted line is the photometric mass for an object witlegisage

observed properties, and the fitted age is more or less randgmjmm _ 24, and shows the expected low mass cut-off. The older

Furthermore, if the residual is only a weak function of the’agsources are on average more massive, due to their largerenumb

these cannot be said to be very significant since several agggever, the inner sample consists of several young masbjeets.
are possible within the observational errors. Fortunately is

generally not the case: most objects have well defined minima

in their age versus residual curve. In Fig. 16, the residoal f  Further problems are caused by internal extinction, metal-
different ages is shown for object 40 in the outer samplehi®r licity and uncertainties in the value and uniqueness of kg |

four different IMFs used. For this particular object, a Mill as discussed above. Internal extinction is likely not to dwe-c
Scalo IMF gives the best fit. The weighted mean error for thisant, but to vary from cluster to cluster, and the same might
object is,o, = 0.04. It can be seen that for each IMF only de the case for the metallicity. A further uncertainty esifer
narrow range of ages gives residuals comparable to thist Mtige youngest objects; here colours are uncertain sincéntliee t
objects have residual-age curves very similar to this wigll w scale for star formationsr, is comparable to the modelled ages
defined minima. of the objects. In generakg is not well known. The IMF is a
statistical property and for small numbers, e.g. of verysivas
stars, there will be deviations from the "true" IMF. Sincesma
sive stars are very luminous this means that stochastiggesan
Another important aspect is how accurate the models arer Eiin the mass distributions among the most massive stars can
sources will come from errorsin the input stellar evolutiood- have a noticeable impact on the colours of a young star faymin
els, stellar atmospheres and from interpolation probleireya region. Since all our objects are fairly massive, any suatidlu
tracks are sparse or different tracks are patched tog&thle  ations will be unimportant shortly after the star formattoas

the latter kind of errors can be controlled, the accuracyadfes ceased after 10 Myr. Another effect arises because the model
evolution theories are difficult to assess. Charlot (199&)ea colours and luminosities are smoothed over the width of the
comparison of different spectral evolutionary synthestlel time-step. For low ages, rapid evolutionary stages of iddig!

and concluded that they may differ appreciably. Furtheemostars will affect a young stellar population. In effect, tiges

5.6.4. Model uncertainties
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Fig. 14. Distribution of modelled properties of globular clustendalates : The top panels shows from the left the logarithithefage (in
years), the logarithm of the mass (M) and My ocy- distributions of the outer sample. The middle and bottormefsashow the same for the
inner sample and total sample, respectively. NB that thesrdatection limit is higly age dependent (cf Fig. 15) favogrdetection of young
objects. Thus the apparent situation that very young alsistee most numerous is probably illusive.

and masses of clusters with fitted ages 10 Myr and younggives reasonable mass luminosity ratios at high ages. There
have more uncertain ages and masses, than those older thaapp@ars be a deficiency of blue luminosity at low ages for the
Myr. Some objects will be redder than expected and fitted wiMiller-Scalo IMF, indicating that the slope at high massesld

a slightly higher age, e.g. 20 Myr, while the too blue objectse flatter thare = 3.3. A Miller-Scalo IMF with a slopex =

will still be fit with 10 Myr. At this stage we will not discuss 2.7 at high masses, would be 0.3 magnitudes bluer ifw — 7)

the details of the age distribution within the young objdxis at ages of a few Myr, and still give a reasonabl¢ L value at

are primarily interested in concluding their youth andrastie 10 Gyr. We also tried by "hiding" the pre-main sequence stage
their masses. in circum-stellar dust, with the result that the model— ¢)

The four IMFs all give comparably good fits on averag&olours get slightly £ 0.2 magnitudes) bluer at ages less than
The steep IMF gives generally slightly worse fit than the othd0 Myr. Thus with a few modifications the Miller-Scalo IMF
IMFs, especially for young objects. The three other IMFegian be made compatible with the bluest obsefves) colours.
very similar quality of fit, except at low ages where the flddowever, it cannot be excluded the problem with the colours
IMF gives better fits. This is due to the presence of some ve¥ylow ages is related to general uncertainties in the theaf
blue objects as discussed above, and can not be imerp@teapgssive star evolution, and to the observational uncéigain
C|ear-cut Support for the ﬂat IMF. The Strongest Supporafw In VieW Of a.” these Uncertainties, the fItS Of the ObjeCtSHe t
individual IMF is the fact that only the Miller-Scalo funoti Models is as good as can be expected. The main conclusions,
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that in addition to the present one, there have severalqusvi
epochs of massive cluster formation, seem very robust.

5.7. Conclusions on the modelled ages

The fit of the observed fluxes of the GC candidates was made
using a constant metallicity (5-10 % of solar) and internal e
tinction (F(B—V) = 0.05). The resultis that the objects span
wide range of ages, from a few Myr to more than 10 Gyr. In ad
dition there were several peaks i the age distribution @fH),
which were located atc 30 Myr, 100 Myr, 600 Myr, 2.5 Gyr,
5 Gyrand 11 Gyr. The majority of these must be real and cannot
be explained as caused by observational or model unceesint
However, we cannot exclude the existance of metallicity and
extinction variations among the objects. Within reasoaébi-
its on the metallicity and extinction variations, these dastort
the modelled ages at the 50 % level. Thus we cannot say with
confidence that the 2.5 and 5 Gyr peaks are real as a metallic-
ity bimodality is also possible. However, we can say thatghe
must be a rich subpopulation of objects with age in the rangéig. 16. Relation between age and residual of the fit for object num-
to 5 Gyr. In addition we can say with confidence that there aser 40 in the outer sample, for the four different IMFs usede T
objects with age< 30 Myr,~ 10 Gyr and probably alse 100 solid line corresponds to the Salpeter IMF and the dashetediand
and~ 600 Myr. We note that, if metallicity increases with agedash-dot lines to the flat, steep and Miller-Scalo IMFs, eetigely.
the main effect of a metallicity variation will be to hide thelhe symbols, pentagrams, circles, triangles and squaresspond to

real age differences present, rather than create illusjcage the time-steps used in the modelling. The weighted mean fenrthis
differences object isow = 0.04. Thus only a limited range of ages are consistent

The modelled masses are mainly sensitive to the adopfv't its observed properties. For this particular objeetMiller-Scalo

s N gives the best fit.

IMF. The age and mass distributions are shown in Fig. 14 an

Table 4. Since the mass detection limit is age dependemntg/ou

objects are more easily detected. Taking this into accaefnt (

Sect. 6.1 and 6.6) the most numerous subpopulation is titat wi

age 2to 5 Gyr. Table 4. Modelled properties for the GC candidates in the combined
inner and outer sample; M > is the median mass ard M, oayr >

) ) the median absolute magnitude transformed to an age of 9 Gyr.
6. Discussion n<_gs5 is the number of objects with/, oc,» < —8.5, andn is the

. . . . . total ber of objects i h int I
The objects presented in this paper have been divided irto fiy o NUMBer ot obJects In each age inferva

operationally defined sub-samples: thener sample and the

D

outer sample. This distinction between the two sub-samplesis age-interval < M > < Myogyr > ne_ss n
of course arbitrary, and have no physical significance. How- Myr 10°M,
ever, there appears to be large differences between thagever
properties of the two samples, (Fig. 8 and 14). Salpeter IMF

Very young "super star clusters”, as the ones found in our in- 553%% l;; %%i 3:; 587
ner sample have been found in a handful star forming dwagfs e. 301-1000 3'.6 _7'_31 3 12
He2-10, NGC 1244, NGC 1569 and NGC 1705 (for references 1001-5000 17.0 -8.95 18 29
see Sect. 1). However no intermediate age or old objects have > 5001 9.2 -8.30 6 16
beenfound in these galaxies, and sometimes there is nogbnou ‘Whole 4.4 -7.54 33 122
information to constrain the ages e.g. when only one barsd-pa
is observed as in the case of He2-10. In contrast, Thuan etM\iller-Scalo IMF
(1996) found what appears to be old GCs in the blue com- <50 16 -7.07 6 57
pact dwarf Markarian 996. Young to intermediate age glabula 51-300 3.5 -71.78 2 8
cluster candidates have been found in large numbers in some 301-1000 2.0 -1.24 3 12
merging galaxies e.g. NGC 3597, NGC 3921, NGC 4038/4039  1001-5000 88 -8.83 16 29
and NGC 7252 (for references see Sect. 1). These are similar zwshoo?é SZ ?;’;1 ;4 122

in luminosity and colour to the objects in our outer sample
(see Fig. 16 in Schweizer et al. 1996). For some galaxiess, lik
NGC 7252, the luminosity function extends to much higher lu-
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minosities. This can be explained as a statistical effacesihe to the My = —7.2 + 0.2 peak in the luminosity function for
number of objects is much greater and the host galaxy mughlactic GCs (Gnedin 1997).
more massive. Similar objects have also been found in kilo- Van den Bergh (1995a) has argued that the luminosity func-
parsec scale circumnuclear rings in giant spiral galaéas. ( tion of observed blue globular cluster candidates in the-"An
Barth et al. 1995), which may be related to bar instabilitied tennae" (Whitmore and Schweizer 1995) has the shape of a
resonaces. power-law, and is more similar to the galactic open clustant
The inner sample is dominated by young (1 to 30 Myr) olthe galactic globular cluster luminosity function, whicasha
jects with masses ranging from“® a few times 10 M, (for gaussian shape. He suggests that it is more likely that these
Salpeter and Miller-Scalo IMFs). Meurer et al. (1995) identare actually luminous open clusters. However, as was ngted b
fied 9 of these in their study of this galaxy with the Faint @bje Meurer (1995), the shape of the luminosity function may gean
Camera on board HST. These objects are young spatially 8s-the objects fade and less massive clusters are prefeiably
tended star clusters with absolute magnitudesin V rangorg f rupted. Furthermore as we have shown, since the clustees hav
—155t0—9. They are similarin properties to the super star clugifferent ages they will not fade equally much in a Hubbleetim
ters found in He2-10, NGC 1244, NGC 1705 and NGC 156Blany authors (e.g. Harris and Pudritz 1994, Elmegreen and
but the number of objects in ESO 338-1G04 is much great&fremov 1997) have lately questioned that the apparent-gaus
which could be a consequence of the higher starburst lursian luminosity function for galactic GCs reflects the it
nosity. The properties are fully consistent with young gilalo  distribution of proto-globular cluster masses. Transfograll
clusters. Among dwarfish galaxies, ESO 338-1G04 appearsofgjects to an equal age (9 Gyr) using the photometric evolu-
be an unusual object in terms of the age span and the numlibi@ary model, gives a luminosity distribution similar teat of
of GCs. Milky Way globular clusters (Fig. 14). However since the-cut
off transformed luminosity depends on the present age of the
object, the low luminosity end of the distribution is digtat.
6.1. The luminosity function The number of objects is too small to discriminate between a
Qutgr sgmpleln Fig. 8 we show the _Iuminosity and C°|OU'20;3;;2/;2?]3?;?;2??;5%;f:?r:gr?;?q%s:{_fgqgug%n:330
distributions for the outer sample. Since the clusters teave : !
; . L .consistent with the data.
wide range of ages and there is strong luminosity evolution
with age, the luminosity function (LF) will change its shage . . L
time goes by, even if no new clusters are added or no old on@yng objects< 50 Myr) Studying the luminosity distribu-
disrupted. In Fig. 14 we show the luminosity function whee o for young clusters(age: 50 Myr), the range covered in
the absolute magnitudes have been transformed to an age dfoat 9 Gyr IS ~ __4t0 — 9.5 with a peak at\f, ~ —7 and
Gyr. This was accomplished by using the model of photometﬂcmed'an Ium|n05|ty< M, >= —6.4, for a Sallpet.er IMF
evolution and a Salpeter IMF (Sect. 5). This is more suitab\ﬂgq'le for the Miller-Scalo IMF the peak luminosity is simila

for a direct comparison with galactic GCs. The result for tHg'd< M. >= —7.1, cf. Table 4. Apparently the luminosity
outer sample is a luminosity function not too different imph function for young objects is shifted to lower luminosity as

from the Galactic one, but with the peak at higher luminosit§o™pPared to the older (age 50 Myr) objects and the Milky
M, ~ —8.5, which may partly be due to incompleteness. Th¥2Y GCs. However the range of luminosities is consisterft wit
Milky Way I'uminosity function peaks abfy = —7.2+ 0.2 Galactic GCs. This may indicate that the young sample is con-

(Gnedin 1997). The number statistics are not good enough@ghinated with associations not deemed to become GCs. A
distinguish between a power law and gaussian shape of fgre mter_estmg mterpretat_lon is that all thgse are _GGB_err
upper part of the luminosity function, and the apparent ehapltlal configuration. Dls_ruptlve processes will affeclt_l,rparlly, _
also depends on the chosen bin-size. A powefl kaith power ow mass systems,_whph would result in a peak in the lumi-
law index4 in the range 1.5 to 2.0 is consistent with the datal©Sity function that is shifted upwards with age. Assumimg t
final luminosity function to be gaussian, with peak luminpsi
(My = —7.2+0.2) and dispersioro(;, = 1.3) similar to the sit-
Total sample The photometry of the total sample is of varyuationin the Milky Way (/y, = —7.2+£0.2, o1, = 1.4, Gnedin
ing quality for sources with the same luminosity as has be&f97), Virgo dwarf ellipticals {/,, = —7.0, o7, = 1.15, Dur-
discussed, and a few objects have been discarded due to tiediret al. 1996) and nearby galaxiedl{ = —7.1, o, = 1.3,
photometric uncertainties. Furthermore, due to severedirg Harris 1991), we expect only 335% of the young clusters to
in the inner sample the completeness is bad at faint maggstudurvive long enough to ever become old globular clustersywh
and some objects may be unresolved multiple clusters. Thetempared to thél/, distribution at 9 Gyr. The corresponding
fore the luminosity function of the total sample is uncartai value for a Miller-Scalo IMF is 653:%. These values should
especially at faint magnitudes. It is interesting to not the be viewed critically since they are based on low numbersstati
peak in theM, oc,, distribution (Fig. 14) now is quite closetics and lowering the Hubble constantwill increase the etqub
number of surviving sources. The lower peak luminosity ef th
4 The luminosity function expressed as a power law charagéri young objects may be coincidental and unrelated to degtruct
by 3, the power law index dN/dL o« L~? processes. We note that the metal rich subpopulation (which



Ostlin et al., Young and old globular clusters in ESO 3384G0 25

probably is younger than the metal poor subpopulation) o G@go, this galaxy has experienced additional major GC fdomat

in ellipticals have a lower peak luminosity than the metabdipo events. The last one is apparently stillgoing on. Major fation

subpopulation (Forbes et al. 1997). events appear to have occurred 0.1, 0.6, 2.5 and 5 Gyr ago. The
In Table 4 we show the median mass and the median atrongest peakisfound at3+1 Gyr with 20 detected GCs. Itis

solute magnitude transformed to 9 Gyr for the total sampb®ssible that there was a more or less continuos GC productio

as a function of age for the Salpeter and Miller-Scalo IMFgluring the epoch 2.5 to 5 Gyrs ago rather than separate peaks,

In addition, for each interval of modelled ages we tabutateor that the two peaks rather reflects a metallicity bimogalit

the number of objects, and. _g 5 the number of objects with among these objects. Either altermative is interestimgesa

M, 9cyr < —8.5, i.€. at least one brighter than the assumedpossible metallicity bimodality among objects of similayea

peak. This last quantity was multiplied with 6.25 to estienatsignifies different formation histories. In general, intilig also

the number of surviving young clusters (assuming the final LLcertainties in metallicity and internal extinction weext the

to be gaussian with a peak @i/, = —7.2, ando, = 1.3). absolute ages to be accurate to within 50 %. At present, we can
For each age interval, the luminosity distribution is censionly say that there are GC populations present with an ages

tent with a power law luminosity function with in the range < 30 Myr, 100+ 40 Myr, 6004 300 Myr, 35+ 2 Gyr and

1.5t0 2.0. There is no clear relation betwe2and the age of 1144 Gyr (the quoted uncertainties correspond to the maximun

the objects. There is a weak dependencg oi the adopted expected deviation).

IMF: The Salpeter and Miller-Scalo IMFs give best fittifign Table 4 lists the number of objects in different age inter-
the range 1.4 to 1.9, while the flat and steep IMFs give smallalls. However, as we have seen, the mass detection lingéis a
and largers values, respectively. dependent. To estimate the total number of GCs in each age

intervall (including objects below the detection limit) wee
the number of objects witld/,, oyr < —8.5 (which should
comprise 16 % of the total number of GCs at each age on the
In section 4.4 we showed that95% of the objects are spatiallysimplified assumption of a universal and gaussian LF for GCs,
resolved. The clusters in our sample have estimated siziedwitf Sect. 6.6). Then we see that slightly more than half thed tot
are larger than those of Galactic GCs. However, since evamber of GCs belong to the 2.5-5 Gyr population. About one
HST under-samples a GC at these distances the estimated diftb of the GCs are older than 5 Gyr, and one fourth younger
should be regarded as upper limits (Schweizer et al. 199@). Than 1 Gyr. Thus the apparent situation in Fig. 14, that very
uncertainties are further discussed in sect. 4.4. A strapgart  young objects dominate the total number of GCs, is not real,
for the GC interpretation is that the estimated core andttifie but created by the age dependent mass detection limit. How-
radii falls within the range observed for galactic GCs. ever, over the last 1 Gyr, the total number of GCs formed is
The typical core crossing time for a star within our GC cargomparable to the any of the 2.5 or 5 Gyr peaks. We do not
didates is 1 Myr, assuming a core radius of 3 pc and a velodiigow how extended in time these events were. Thus averaged
dispersion of 3 km/s. If our objects were not gravitatiopallover 1 Gyr, the 2.5to 5 Gyr cluster formation episode(s) cann
bound they would dissolve in a few crossing times. This meabg said with confidence to have been much stronger than the
all objects older than 10 Myr, i.e. 80 percent of the whole sarresent one.
ple, must be gravitationally bound. Thus it seems moreyikel The peaks at 2.5 and 5 Gyr ago corresponds to redshifts
that although some objects may consist of multiple associ#-z ~ 0.3 andz ~ 0.7 respectively for the used value of
tions along the line of sight, most inner objects must be pewH, = 75 km s Mpc~2, only weakly dependent on the value
formed globular cluster adepts. If they will eventually bee of Q. Some investigations suggest that the "Faint blue galaxies
old GCs, like the ones we see in the outer sample and the Millgenomenon, i.e. the excessin the deep blue galaxy coants, h
Way, depends on their dynamical interaction with the rest $ origin in star bursting dwarfs at these redshifts (Sgetlis
the matter in the centre of the galaxy. If they have develop&897 for a review). We have found about five "real" peaks in the
deep potential wells, they will have a high probability of-su age distribution. A GC formation event must be associateil wi
viving the starburst environment and make their way to bexorastar burst, as is the case presently. Thus this galaxydhaue
globular clusters as those found in the outer sample. The fagperienced about five bursts of star formation in its lifeti
that we have found intermediate age GCs in the outer samglbus age dating of GC formation events is an efficient way of
supports that globular clusters can formin large numbdeosat studying the violent star formation history in this, and i&m
redshift. Since ESO 338-1G04 is a galaxy with rather low magslaxies.
it is probably also a more favourable place for globular s
to survive disruption

6.2. Cluster sizes and kinematics

6.4. Cluster masses

The estimated masses of our GC candidates are similar te thos
of galactic GCs. In Table 4 the median masses of the GC can-
The results from the age modelling are robust to changeshn IMidates are tabulated for different age intervals. Theregtd

and photometric errors as was shown in Sect 5. Since theygalenass is quite sensitive to the adopted IMF. At least for old
and an old globular clusters population was formetD Gyr clusters, the Miller-Scalo IMF should give realistic mas§-e

6.3. Cluster ages
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mates since it reproduces the observed mass luminosityafati we expect a globular cluster to continuously decrease irsmas

Galactic GCs (cf. Sect 5.4.1). Since there is no evidende tlaad the stellar mass function may change in shape.

the IMF is different for GCs in ESO 338-1G04 and the Milky  This means that the IMF may be of Salpeter shape, while

Way, the Miller-Scalo IMF is the natural choice. The uncesubsequent dynamical evolution may bring the low mass regio

tainty in metallicity of the objects have no significant effen of the mass function into close resemblance with the Miller-

the estimated masses, as compared to the other uncegainti§calo IMF. With such an evolution of the stellar mass functio
The photometric mass correlates with the fitted age in sughGCs, both the bluest colours and thé/L ratios can be

away that older clusters on average are more massive (Tablegproduced.

Fig. 15). This is a simple consequence of luminosity evotuti

combined with. a larger number of o.Id clugterg compargd 9. Specific frequency of globular clusters

young ones. Since a GC becomes fainter with time we will be

able to detect clusters with lower mass for young ages th@he specific frequency of globular cluste$s;, is a measure

for old. Moreover, if the total number of old globular cluste of the relative richness of globular clusters of a galaxys It

is larger than the number of young ones, we expect the mdsfined asSy = Ny x 10°%415+Mv) (van den Bergh,

massive old clusters to be heavier than the most massivegyod885), wherel/y, is the absolute magnitude of the host galaxy

clusters. (for ESO 338-1G04 M, = —19.3). In general Sy is a strong

The highest mass is estimated for object no. 34 (Table 1)finction of galaxy type with ellipticals having the highegee-
the outer sample, which has a photometric mass 4’ M, ~ cific frequenciesSy ~ 5 while irregulars and late type spirals
and an age of 2.5 Gyr for the both the Salpeter and Miller&cdlave Sy ~ 1 (Harris, 1991; van den Bergh, 1995). This is a
IMF. The other two IMFs give the same age and an even higlféassical objection against the scenario that the majofigj-
modelled mass. Thus, irrespective of the uncertaintietién fiptical galaxies formed by merging late type galaxies. \&feen
IMF, it appears to be a very massive globular cluster. Séveggtected more than 120 globular cluster candidates, and eve

almost as massive objects are found in both the inner and ouf@re are expected to hide beyond the detection limit. If we as
sample. sume that all the 120 objects we are discussing in this paper a

globular clusters we gefy ~ 2. A lower conservative bound-

ary onSy can be derived using only the objects in the inner and
6.5. The stellar IMF outer sample with age 50Myr, which totals 65. If these were

anything but GCs, they should have dissolved by now. As was
In Sect. 5 it was shown that there is strong support for thiscussed is sect. 4.5 the expected number of interlopers, i
Miller-Scalo IMF, since it best reproduced tiié/L values of foreground stars and background galaxies, still contatiniga
old galactic GCs. The flat and steep IMFs are ruled out lyr sample is expected to be six or less. Subtracting five from
producingM/ L ratios an order of magnitude too large. On thghe number of old detected GCs we are left with 60. This gives
other hand, the Miller-Scalo IMF have problems reproducinglower limit of Sy > 1.
the (v — ) colours of the bluest objects. Does this suggest that A more fair estimate of the richness of a globular cluster
the IMF has changed or that we should take the Salpeter ”Y]Epulation is obtained by calculating tiievalue (Zepf & Ash-
which provides a fair compromise in these two respects?  man 1993) which relates the number of clusters to the mass of

There is no a priori reasons to assume that the IMF shoulté host galaxy by also taking its// Ly into account. Bee-
change with time. There have been claims of IMF deficient ing involved in a starburst, ESO 338-1G04 undoubtly has a low
low mass stars in some starburst galaxies, but the res@ts &/ value, so by adopting//Ly, = 2.0 as suggested by
inconclusive. Old GCs must be fossil starburst clusters, dBepf & Ashman (1993) for irregulars we will definetely not
to their small physical size. Recent HST results give suppeverestimate thg-value, but rather get a lower bound. For
for a Miller-Scalo like mass function in the low mass regios total number of 120 GCs we then obtdin> 13 which is
from direct star counts in old Galactic GCs (e.g. de Marchi awery high even for giant elliptical standards. Counting/g®Cs
Paresce, 1997). There seems to be no reason why the IMF shelddr than 1 Gyr (which should have orbits favourable for non
be different in the present starburst clusters than theiquev destruction) we still get 45 GCs afld > 5, see Table 5. This
ones. One alternative is however that the IMF is invariamt big without any correction for objects below the detectionii
that the mass function evolves with time due to dynamic@hus, for beeing a late type galaxy, ESO 338-1G04 appears to
effects. be very rich in GCs.

Once formed, a globular cluster continuously evolvessStar  To estimate how many sources that may fall beyond the
mainly of low mass, are evaporated due to stellar collisitms detection limit we assumed a gaussian luminosity functiih w
effect, the mass function is modified, not only by the deathpeak atMypeak = —7.2 = 0.2 and a one sigma width of
of massive stars, but also the low mass region is affected peak ofo;, = 1.3 magnitudes, which is a compromise
through dynamical processes. When supernovae explode, lwetween values for the Milky Way (Gnedin 1997, Harris 1991)
bris is ejected with high velocity and some material wilMea dwarfs (Durrell 1996) and nearby galaxies (Harris 1991j.&0
the cluster. Also, the kinetic energy received by the rerinagaussian (normal) distribution only 16% of the objects dthou
will give this a higher than average probability of escageud, have luminosities brighter thaWy peak— 0. = —8.5. Thus we
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can usen. _g 5 to estimate the total number of GCs, including( bl ific f ¢ globular ¢l . “is th
those behind the detection limit. From Table 4 we see that i 5. Specific requency of globular ¢ HSters,,st'nOW Is the

. present value of the specific frequency asg*1Gyr" is the predicted
total 33 objects havé/,, oG, < —8.5. Thus W_e expectthe tOtaIspecific frequency in 1 Gyr, taking the luminosity evolutiohthe
number of globular clusters to lbe 205+ 30, i.e. only~ 60%  gajaxy into account and assuming that all GCs survive. Tionase
of the GCs in ESO 338-1G04 have been detected. Compartig number of undetected sources, we assumed a gaussiamosimyi
the number of objects witld/, gc,r < —8.5 with the total function with a peak affy = —7.2, and a standard deviation of 1.3
number of objects in each age interval in Table 4, it is cleat t magnitudes. The entry on the number of detected old GCs rese b
all the undetected GCs are expected to be older than 50 Myruced with 5 to correct for possible interlopers. "T" ie #pecific
and the majority (almost 90 %) older than 1 Gyr. If some youritpquency as defined by Zepf and Ashman (1993). For a dismussi
objects will not make their way to become old GCs it has litt/€ table entries, see text, Sect. 6.6.
effect on the total expected number of globular clusters;esi

almost all the objects brighter thar, = —8.5 are older than
50 Myr, and the majority (75 %) older than 1 Gyr. Thus the News:  Sy-now  Sy-1Gyr T
total number of clusters is expected to be almost 200 anyway-
The number of undetected clusters depends on the assuffig§> 50 Myr. detected 260 ~1 ~ 26
GCs> 1 Gyr, detected =~45 ~1 ~ >5

peak luminosity, the dispersiary,, and of course on errors N Scee 50 Myr, detected 57

the adopted distance and the transformation of the lUMiNOSi~¢ Tota detected ~120 ~2 ~9 > 10
ties to 9 Gyr. If, for exampleHo would be 65 rather than g 1 G:yr expected ~150 ~ 3 ~11 > 13
the assumed value of 75 km'Mpc™*, our globular clusters Gcs Total, expected ~200 ~4 ~15 > 17

would become 0.3 magnitudes brighter and the total number

of expected clusters would grow to more than 250. However,

the host galaxy would become correspondingly brighterpatm

cancelling the effect. With these uncertainties in mind we-c )

clude that the total number of clusters is 2860, and arrive ©6:7- Formation of globular clusters

at Sy = 4 £ 1. This is a typical value for elliptical galaxies

(Harris 1991). The correspondiffgvalue corrected for unde- The final questionis: —Why has this galaxy, at different ¢ysoc
tected GCs would however be very high (> 20). Even if been forming and probably still is forming, globular clusten
counting only the expected number of old (. Gyr) GCs we large numbers? The best guess at hand would be that thisrclust
get T > 17. formation is connected to an ongoing merger. This is support

Since the host galaxy is involved in an active luminou®Y the. velocity fielld Ostlirj et a_ll. 1997a). An glternative.ex-
starburst it is in a transient state where it is over-lumimiag Planation may be interaction with the 70 kpc distant confame
compared to galaxies with similar mass and size. In a Hubi§@mpanion galaxy. This galaxy is about 2 magnitudes fainter
time a starburst will fade 4-5 magnitudes (section 5), araliab and a_Iso show signs of active star formatlon_. It would be in-
3 magnitudes in 1 Gyr (Fig. 11). However, since there is dgresting to know if it possesses the same kind of clust_ers as
underlying intermediate age component with lower Iumit)osiESO 33$-IGO4. The formation of globular c_Iusters requires a
and larger extent than the starburst, the fading of the galad-Pstantial mass of gas to be transformed into stars in a very
as a whole would only be approximately 1.5 magnitudes in"I”'t?d region of space. The_p_rocess of GC formation t.heraafo
Gyr as the starburst ceases. Thus, if the number of cluster§gauires both high gas densities and pressures, and highllove
preserved the specific frequency would rise with a factor §fS masses (Elmegreen and Efremov 1997). In addition, the
~4 in one Gyr. During this period many young GCs maigmmescale for bulding upthe required gas masses and deg)siti
be disrupted, but not enough to cancel the effect. Hence, St be shorter than the timescale for destruction of méaecu
one Gyr, this galaxy will become very rich in GCs; even iglouds. These cor_1d|t|ons are fuIﬂIIed in mergers |.nvollvmg
only the detected oldX 1 Gyr) objects are countefly ~ late ty_pe galaxy. Itis not certain at all, if a mere tidal mamn__

3. Including the expected number of old (1 Gyr) objects €an trlgge_ren(_)ugh gas f_Iows t(_) cr_eate the necessary C(msjmo_
behind the detection limit we expect 150 objects &d~ 11. T_he velocity dispersion m__the_ ionised gas in ESO 338-1G04 is
Taking also young< 1 Gyr) objects into accountand assumingigh, FWHM~ 100 km/s QOstlin et al. 19974, lye et al. 1987),
that they survive we expect 200 GCs which yiells ~ 15. |nd|cat_|ng a high pressure and favourable conditions for GC
Thus irrespective of the uncertainties in the total numier gprmation.

clusters, when the present starburst terminates ESO 338-IG It seems like objects similar to our young ones can formalso
will become very rich in globular clusters within 1 Gyr. Vaki in large (kiloparsec scale) cirumnuclear rings in giantapi

of Sy > 10areonly foundin E and cD galaxies. Itis interestin(Barth et al. 1995). The cluster formation in such environtae

to note that cD galaxies also are believed to have a multipdeprobably triggered by dynamical resonances enhanciag th
merger history. We conclude that even conservative esgtgnabcal gas density. Such mechanisms are lacking in dwarkgala
on Sy and T yields very high values of the richness of thées, why mergers may be the only efficient way of GC formation.
GC system in ESO 338-1G04. In Table 5 we presgntvalues Once formed a GCs have better chances of surviving in a dwarf
for different cases described in this section. galaxy since the destruction mechanisms (tidal shockiislf, d
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shocking, bulge shocking etc) are less efficient or absent B The above listed properties show that the objects araveass
dwarfs. globular clusters of varying age.

The age distribution of the clusters indicates several diff. There are several peaks in the globular cluster age-distri
ferent formation epochs have taken place, suggestinghkat t bution. This shows that there have been several globular
galaxy has been involved in a merger or strong interaction cluster forming events in this galaxy. These appear to have
more than once since it and the original clusters were formed occurred ~ 11 Gyr ago, 2.5-5 Gyr ago, 600 Myr ago, 100
The presently ongoing merger has distorted the velocitd fiel Myr ago and "now". The present event has lasted for a few
enough that it is impossible to derive information on any-pre times 10 Myrs.
vious merger. Earlier cluster formation epochs could gagsi 8. More than half of the total expected number of GCs have
also be connected to a previous very close encounter betweeran age in the range 2 to 5 Gyr. This peak consists of two
the galaxies that now are merging. subpopulations with either different agiage ~ 2.5 Gyr)

If we accept the merger scenario we then ask what kind or metallicity Q\(re/n) ~ 1 dex).
of galaxies have been involved? A quite substantial pojmiat 9. The specific frequencyy, is high in this galaxy. Taking
of old clusters suggest that one of the initial galaxies was a into account that the fading starburst will decrease the lu-
elliptical (dwarf) galaxy, while the existing large amosiruf minosity of the galaxy by 1.5 magnitudes in 1 Gyr, this
gas needs a late type galaxy for it's explanation. Of course i galaxy will be come very rich in globular clusters, even if
is also possible that the galaxy has merged with gas cloudsthe newly formed GCs don't survive. The predicted specific
rather than bona fide galaxies. The specific frequency of GCs frequency of globular clusters is much larger than for late
suggests that, if the present amount of gas can be consumed otype galaxies and comparable to that for giant ellipticals.
expelled, this galaxy will probably evolve into an dwarf EYS 10. We suggest that a merger is responsible for the current
galaxy once the merger remnant relaxes. The event 2.5-5 Gyrstarburst and cluster formation. In view of the high specific
ago must also have involved a gas rich dwarf in order to pmvid frequency of old globular clusters suggests that an ettt
raw material for the large number of GCs formed then. An galaxyis amainingredientin this system. To provide gas for
alternative explanation could be that the 2.5-5 Gyr popaiat ~ star and cluster formation a gas rich dwarf must be the other
partly was "stolen" from another dwarf elliptical. main ingredient. A major formation event 2.5-5 Gyr ago

suggests that a merger involving one gas rich component

also occurred at that time.
11. In view of the high specific frequency and the present
Multi-colour photometry with HST/WFPC2 of the metal poor  merger, we suggest that this galaxy will evolve into a mod-
blue compact galaxy ESO 338-1G04 (Tol 1924-416) has re- erately luminous elliptical galaxy, unless disturbed bg-po
vealed a rich population of faint point-like sources in and s sible future interactions.
rounding the galaxy. Aperture photometry has been perfdrm. This investigation for the first time gives strong supor
on these, and the photometric results have been transformeda rich population both old and newly formed GCs in a metal
into ages and masses using a spectral evolutionary systhesi poor blue compact galaxy.
model. Special care was taken to assure that the sourcesigréDetection and dating of GCs in moderately distant BCGs
physically associated and not chance projected background s feasible using the HST and offers an efficient way of
foreground sources. The results can be summarised as $ollow  studying the violent star formation history, if also theseffs

1. The objects discussed in this paper have absolute magni-of metallicity and extinction can be handled.
tudes, M, inthe range -7 to -15 an@ —¢) colours ranging
from less than -1 to almost 2.

7. Conclusions
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